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Real Party in Interest 

The real party in interest in the present application is the applicant and inventor, Rabbi 

< 

Joseph Tesler. 

Related Appeals and Interferences 

There are no appeals or interferences currently known to appellant or appellant's legal 
representative which will directly affect or be directly affected by or have a bearing on the Board's 
decision in the pending appeal. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-12 and 21-40 are pending in this application. Claims 13-20 were withdrawn 
pursuant to the Examiner's election requirement. Claim 36 was objected to as being dependent upon 
a rejected base claim, but was held to be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 1-12, 21-35, and 37-40 are the subject of the present appeal. 

A copy of the claims on appeal are presented in the attached Appendix. 

Status of Amendments 
No amendments have been filed subsequent to the rejection of December 21, 2006. 
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Summary of Invention 

The present invention is directed to new methods for preparing Jewish religious scrolls. 
These scrolls are sacred religious articles, and are subject to an extensive and detailed code of 
requirements in Jewish law that governs their creation. 

In accordance with the invention, the present inventor has developed innovative new methods 
of preparing these scrolls. The methods have been designed to meet the objectives of improving the 
efficiency and decreasing the cost and time of preparation, while still, and most importantly, 
navigating the thorny maze of Jewish legal requirements ("Halakha") which must be met for scroll 
creation. Fulfillment of those objectives is a difficult matter. In fact, failure to properly meet the 
requirements of the Halakha would result in a scroll that is invalid, making it prohibited for religious 
use under Orthodox Jewish law. 

In one embodiment, the religious scrolls of the invention are created on animal parchment 
using a method designed to be, in almost paradoxical fashion, automated yet simultaneously 
thoroughly conducted by hand. In the preferred embodiment; a process using certain silk screening 
techniques is used to accomplish this. Additional claims recite further preferred methods using 
special ultraviolet or heat sensitive inks or so forth, as further explained below. 

Issues and Grounds of Rejection 

Whether the pending claims to new methods of preparing Jewish religious scrolls constitute 
nonobvious innovations to those of ordinary skill in this art. or whether the methods are obvious 
under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) over "applicant's disclosure of the prior art in view of Erickson", alone or 
in combination with other secondary references. 
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Grouping of Claims 

Pursuant to 3 7 C.F.R. §1.1 92(c)(5), Applicant submits that the claims fall into the following 
groupings: 



Group 1 Claims 1-5: New Method for Creating a Jewish 

Religious Scroll That Is Simultaneously Automated 
and by Hand 

Group 2 Claims 6, 11,21: New Method for Creating a Jewish 

Religious Scroll Using a Silk Screening Process On 
To Kosher Parchment 

Group 3 Claims 7-10, 23-25: New Method for Creating a 

Jewish Religious Scroll Using Ultraviolet or Heat 
Sensitive Inks 

Group 4 Claims 22, 27, 28, 33: New Method for Creating a 

Jewish Religious Scroll on Kosher Parchment with 
Attached Crowns 

Group 5: Claims 12, 29, 30, 33: New Method for Creating a 

Jewish Religious Scroll Using Sirtut 

Group 6: Claims 26, 31, 32, 33-35, 37-40: New Method for 

Creating a Jewish Religious Scroll in a Ritual Manner 



Each of these groups are separately patentable from the others. Within each group, the claims 
stand or fall together with respect to the patentability of the subject matter claimed therein, due to 
the particular limitations recited, as further discussed below. 



Argument 

/. The Pending Claims are Not Obvious Under the Established Legal Standard 

All of the claims of the present invention are directed to new methods for preparing Jewish 
religious articles. These religious articles are known as Torah, Tefillin, Mezuzah, and Megilah 
scrolls. They are an integral part of the Jewish lifecycle and Jewish religious ceremonies. 

As a starting point, it must be recognized that the obviousness or non-obviousness of these 
inventions must be assessed from the specific standpoint of one of ordinary skill in this art. 'The 
perspective from which these [Graham] findings are made, as well as the ultimate question of 
obviousness, is that of a person of ordinary skill in the field of invention " (emphasis added herein). 
See, Glaverbel Societe Anonyme et al v. Northlake Marketing & Supply, Inc., 45 F.3d 1550, 1555 
(Fed. Cir. 1995). This is very well established and settled law. 

Accordingly, to determine whether the pending claims are patentable, it is critical that the 
obviousness or non-obviousness of the invention be evaluated from the perspective of one in this 
field. The claims may not be evaluated in a vacuum. The background and teachings of this 
particular art must be given their full and due weight. ^ 

i 

Here, the applicable field is the prior art of preparing Jewish religious scrolls for sacred 
ceremonical use. Such scrolls have been prepared for thousands of years, quite literally since ancient 
times. They are governed by extensive regulations and traditions in Jewish law, known as Halakhah. 
Jewish Halakhah constitutes a extremely detailed legal code - there are many volumes of legal texts 
addressing, codifying and analyzing the many nuances of the legal requirements applicable here. 
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along with the traditions of different communities. 1 

As one example, under the requirements of Orthodox Jewish law, these religious articles 
must be handwritten. 2 Machine printing of a scroll is unacceptable. In fact, any scroll produced by 
machine is barred from religious ceremonial use, and is deemed - invalid or void. Thus, from 
ancient times up through the twentieth century each of these scrolls has made purely and totally by 
hand by trained scribes. In fact, in its religious context, passing off a machine-made scroll as a 
handmade one is considered a grave sin. 

Applicant Rabbi Joseph Tesler is an ordained Orthodox rabbi believed to be the first to 
develop a method constituting scroll production by hand - to fully comport with the Halakha - while 
yet nonetheless also being somewhat automated. This aspect of the innovation, most generally, is 
recited in claims 1-12. In the preferred embodiment, he accomplishes this by use of a modified silk 
screen technique, as recited in claims 6-11, 21-35 and 37-40. The use of an element of automation 
while still strictly adhering to production by hand was developed and designed to allow fulfillment 
of the stringent Jewish legal provisions requiring handwriting, while still increasing the efficiency 
and speed of scroll production, and decreasing their cost. 

As discussed below, whether this can be accomplished has been controversial in this field. 
In fact, there is no evidence in the record - at all - that anyone has previously met the objectives of 



1 In fact, it is beyond the ability of the Patent Office to determine whether the scrolls fully 
comport with these laws, i.e. whether they are to be deemed kosher under the applicable 
regulations set forth for scores of generations. Rather, that is a matter for rabbinical and 
scholarly debate. 

2 The term Orthodox and Orthodox Jewish law is meant to include all of the various 
types of Orthodox Jews worldwide, including, but not limited to, Hasidim and Modern Orthodox 
Jews. 



5 



a handwritten and simultaneously automated Jewish religious scroll comporting with Jewish law, 
whether in any general manner or using a silk screen process more particularly, in several thousand 
years. In fact, there is no evidence that anyone has even arguably accomplished those objectives 
prior to Rabbi Tesler. Thus, the secondary considerations here, namely, the skepticism of experts, 
and the long felt but previously unmet need, both provide objective evidence that this inventor' s very 
novel and unusual approach constituted nonobvious innovation to one of ordinary skill in this art at 
the time of his invention. Such objective evidence must accorded its proper weight. Glaverbel, 45 
F.3dat 1555. 

//. The Skepticism of the Experts is Objective Evidence of Non-Obviousness 

A. Numerous Experts in this Field Have Doubted That the Invention is Capable 
of Meeting its Applicable Requirements 

As noted above, the laws and traditions governing the preparation of these scrolls are 

extremely detailed and rigorous, and are subject to a legal system which goes back for literally 

thousands of years. In this respect, attached as Exhibit A is a copy of an article relating to a number 

of the relevant issues under the Jewish Halakha. See, Rabbi J. David Bleich, Survey of Recent 

Halakhic Periodical Literature, Silk Screened Torah Scrolls, TRADITION : A JOURNAL OF Orthodox 

Jewish Thought, volume 37:1, pgs. 79-103 (Rabbinical Council of America 2003) {"Bleich" or 

"Bleich article"). The author of that article, Rabbi Dr. Bleich, is a well known expert on Jewish law. 

He is a professor of Talmud (Rosh Yeshiva) at Rabbi Isaac Elchanan Theological Seminary, which 

is an affiliate of Yeshiva University, and is head of its postgraduate institute for the study of 

Talmudic jurisprudence and family law. At Yeshiva University, he holds the Herbert and Florence 
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Tenzer Chair in Jewish Law and Ethics and is a Professor at the Cardozo Law School. Among his 
published works are: Jewish Bioethics; With Perfect Faith; Foundations of Jewish Belief 
Contemporary Halakhic Problems (five volumes); Time of Death in Jewish Law; Judaism and 
Healing; and Bioethical Dilemmas: A Jewish Perspective (two volumes), as well as the Hebrew- 

i 

language Be-Netivot ha-Halakhah. 

In his article, Rabbi Bleich examines at length whether Applicant's silk screen method can 
comport with the requirements of Jewish law for Torah scroll preparation. As shown therein, he is 
very skeptical that it can. His analysis is a lengthy one, and discusses the many reasons under Jewish 
law why one skilled in this art would not have considered simultaneous automation and handwriting, 
or silk screening, as a useful approach to the requirements for producing a Torah scroll. Each and 
every one of the problems that Rabbi Bleich raises plainly demonstrate why the art would be deemed 
to teach away from the present invention. 

To rebut the Examiner's prima facie case, the law requires a showing that the invention 
would not be obvious at the time the invention was made to one of ordinary skill in this art. As the 
Bleich article shows, this is clearly the case. Even years after the invention was made, experts - i.e. 
those well beyond ordinary skill - are still skeptical whether the invention can or has solved the 
problems it must under the applicable requirements of its field. This is strong evidence of 
nonobviousness at the time of the invention. 

B. Other Expert Evidence Supports Rabbi Tesler 

It should be respectfully noted that Rabbi Bleich's article has an important inaccuracy in it. 
He refers to a silk screening method developed by Rabbi Yitzchak Abadi, formerly of Lakewood, 
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New Jersey and currently a resident of Har Nof 5 Jerusalem. In fact, the method he is referring to is 
that of the present invention, which was invented by Rabbi Tesler. By way of clarification, Rabbi 
Yitzchak Abadi is himself Rabbi Tester's rabbi. Rabbi Abadi is the rabbinical expert that Rabbi 
Tesler consulted during development of the present invention to ensure that it comported with the 
requirements of Jewish law. Thus, Rabbi Abadi (and his son) are closely associated with Rabbi 
Tesler' s method (which is believed to be the origin of Rabbi Bleich's misconception), both because 
of Rabbi Abadis' defense of it as a legal approach, the fact that they have publicly come out in 
support of it, and their advising of and association with Applicant. 

It should be further noted that Rabbi Abadi, who is himself also an expert in Jewish law, had 
previously come to the opposite legal conclusions as Rabbi Bleich. Rabbi Abadi concluded that 
Rabbi Tesler' s methods did meet the applicable Jewish legal requirements, after conducting a 
detailed examination of the applicable issues. A copy of a prior legal opinion by Rabbi Abadi to that 
effect is attached hereto as Exhibit B. See, Ohr Yizchak, Yoreh Dei'ah no. 53 (5763). 

That lengthy and scholarly analysis is attached for the record, although it is recognized that 
Rabbi Abadi's legal opinion is in Hebrew. While a translation can be obtained should the Board 
wish, it is not expected that the Board analyze and compare the relative legal opinions of different 
Jewish authorities to decide the present appeal, or that such an approach is even practicable given 
the complexities, of Jewish law. Rabbi Bleich's article is sufficient in and of itself to demonstrate 
those complexities, and to demonstrate the considerable legal hurdles all arguing against the unique, 
innovative, and entirely nonobvious approach that Rabbi Tesler has taken in this field. 

In other words, the nuances of the particular legal arguments under Jewish law do not need 
to be resolved by the Board. What is important here, and indisputable, is that many issues applicable 

8 



to this art teach away from the present invention, as discussed by Rabbi Bleich at length. 



Furthermore, the various experts who have objected are not believed to have personally 
observed Applicant's method in operation, nor ever discussed it with Rabbi Tesler directly/ Thus, 
for example, with respect to the legal opinion of Rabbi Bleich, he notes that the "crucial 
consideration is whether or not the silk screen method constitutes either "spilling" or "dripping" and 
hence is ruled invalid by the Palestinian Talmud". Bleich article at p. 92. In contrast, attached as 
Exhibit C is a copy of a post by Rabbi Aaron Abadi (Rabbi Yitzchak Abadi 's son), who responds 
to this and comments on the Bleich article as follows: 

"it seems that he has never seen this specific process, and would have 
a complete different outlook if he were to see it. There is no way that 
silk-screen in the way we do it, is spilling or dripping. The ink is 
relatively thick. It is first pressed into the holes of the stencil in the 
shapes of all the correct lettering. At that time, the bottom of the silk 
screen has no ink coming out, spilling dripping, or doing anything. 
The ink sits inside the letters on the screen. Then the screen is placed 
on the parchment. Still no spilling, dripping, or leaking. You can run 
your hand on the back of the screen and no ink will come on your 
hand. Believe me, I tried it. Then finally the Sofer (scribe) takes that 
rubber squeegee-like item, and wipes it with a lot of pressure across 
the entire screen, pushing the embedded ink right onto the parchment. 
There is no spilling, no dripping, nothing." 

See, Reply of Aaron Abadi to December 21, 2003 post of David Cohen regarding Silk Screen Article 

[of Rabbi Bleich], on www.kashrut.org/forum/viewpost.asp?mid=5439 (page 2 of attached exhibit). 

It appears that other experts have similar misconceptions to those of Rabbi Bleich, as well. See e.g. , 

Daily Halacha by Rabbi Eli Mansour, Is it Permissible for a Sofer to Use Silk Screening Process 



3 The exception to this is Rabbi Yitzchak Abadi who has seen it personally, provided 
direct consultation to Rabbi Tesler on Jewish law issues of this invention, and has been 
supportive of Rabbi Tester's attempts to surmount these issues. 
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When Producing a Megilah or Sefer Torah, http://dailyhalacha.com/Display.asp? Pagelndex=40& 
ClipID=1385 (erroneously stating with respect to the present invention that 'There were Soferim 
(scribes) who would place such a [silk screen] stencil over the parchment and then pour ink over it") 
(Exhibit D). 

Without going into the details of the applicable Jewish legal issues in depth, it suffices to say 
that a review of theattached exhibits amply illustrate the reasons why one would not have proceeded 
along the research path of the present inventor. The objective evidence abundantly shows that those 
of ordinary skill would not have considered the present invention to be an obvious approach to 
meeting the requirements of this field by any stretch. As Rabbi Bleich put it, a silk screen method 
for producing a Torah scroll "is certainly subject to challenge on the basis of an inherent 
incompatibility with a number of considerations". See, Bleich article at p. 91 . 

The skepticism by the experts in this field is important evidence on the obviousness question. 
See, United States v. Adams, 383 U.S. 39, 52 n 148 USPQ 479, 483-484 (1966) (expressions of 
disbelief by experts demonstrate nonobviousness); See also, MPEP 716.05, citing Burlington 
Industries Inc. v. Quigg, 822 F.2d 1581, 3 USPQ2d 1436 (Fed. Cir. 1987) (testimony that the 
invention met with initial incredulity and skepticism of experts was sufficient to rebut the prima facie 
case of obviousness based on the prior art); and citing Environmental Designs, Ltd. v. Union Oil Co. 
ofCaL, 713 F.2d 693, 698, 218 USPQ 865, 869 (Fed. Cir. 1983). To rebut the Examiner's prima 
facie case, the law merely requires a showing that the inventions would not be obvious at the time 
that the invention was made to one of ordinary skill in this art. The applicant has well exceeded that 
showing. In fact, the merit of this approach is still not obvious to experts in the field years later, nor 
arguably fully understood or appreciated by them, with no disrespect to them intended. 
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III. The Long Felt Need for this Invention is Further Evidence of Non-Obviousness 

As noted in the Bleich article, the traditional processes for scroll preparation are very time 
consuming, and result in scrolls which are extremely expensive. A Torah scroll, the most lengthy 
of the scrolls, usually costs tens of thousands of dollars, making it more expensive than many 
automobiles. 

In fact, Jewish law imposes a religious requirement essentially providing that that every 
Jewish man should write his own scroll. In view of the difficulty of doing so, this is a law that 
almost no Orthodox Jews are able to truly fulfill, other than the few, specially trained, scribes. 4 

In other words, Judaism provides a binding religious obligation in this area, and for centuries 
or millenia there has been a long felt need for a means by which members of the populace could 
actually and completely meet that obligation. The present invention is believed to allow those of this 
faith who could otherwise not fulfill their obligation a means to do so in a complete manner as never 
before possible. 

Applicant is believed to be the first to have met this long felt need. Objective evidence of 
that type is highly determinative of the issues under §103 and must be given considerable^ weight. 
Glaverbel, 45 F.3d at 1555; Stratoflex, Inc. v. Aeroquip Corp. 713 F.2d 1530, 1538-39 (Fed. Cir. 
1983) (evidence of secondary considerations must be considered and may be the most probative 
evidence in the record). The fact that this long felt need has only now been met for the first time in 
such an extensively long period is a very clear demonstration of the inventions' nonobviousness. 



4 Rather, most must satisfy themselves, at best, in attempting to fulfill this law by 
completing a single letter (which was already partially formed by a scribe), or by donating toward 
the preparation of a scroll, or so forth. 
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IV. The Pending Claims Are All Patentable Over the Erickson Reference 

In his Office Actions, the primary reference for all of the Examiner's pending rejections was 
the Erickson patent. As discussed below, the pending claims of the present invention are all fully 

* 

patentable over Erickson. 

A. Erickson Does Not Even Relate to the Subject Matter of Group 1 
The claims of Group 1 (claims 1 -5) are directed to a method for preparing a Jewish religious 
scroll on kosher parchment with a human hand, wherein the placement of text is automated such that 
multiple letters are placed onto the parchment with a single movement of the human hand. In the 
Office Actions, they were rejected under § 1 03(a) based on "applicant's disclosure of the prior art in 
view of Erickson". However, in so doing, applicant's disclosure is being used improperly. Outside 
of Applicant's disclosure of his invention, there is absolutely no evidence of record that Erickson 
pertains in any way to the centuries of prior art regarding preparation of Jewish religious scrolls, or 

4 

would have been viewed as having relevance. 

Plainly, the methods and practices in Erickson have nothing to do with preparation of these 
scrolls, and conversely, the methods and practices in the prior art of this field for thousands of years 
have nothing whatsoever to do with Erickson. Only after Applicant's research and development to 
develop his method would one look back and allege Erickson' s relevance. There is no evidence that, 
prior to Applicant's disclosure, one of ordinary skill in the art would have considered Erickson to 
have any pertinence. 

j 

Likewise, for these particular claims, it must be emphasized that it is the subject matter of 
the claims which must be shown to be obvious, and not the generalized discussion in the disclosure. 
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Erickson does not appear to have any suggestion pertaining to the actual elements recited in the 
claims. 5 Erickson has nothing to do with a method for preparing a Jewish religious scroll, or with 
the the problems associated with printing on kosher animal parchment, an unusual substrate material. 
While Erickson was cited because it teaches silk screening, claims 1 -5 do not even claim silk 

+ 

screening. They claim a method which is simultaneously intended to be by hand and automated onto 
a unique substrate. Claim 1 , the independent claim, recites a method for preparing a Jewish religious 
scroll which is specifically automated such that 1) multiple letters are 2) placed onto kosher 
parchment 3) with a single movement of the human hand; and 4) without any two letters coming into 
contact. Erickson does not appear to have any discussion which would have been viewed as 
pertinent to these particular combined four objectives, except in retrospect, in view of Applicant's 
invention. 6 

In fact, even the Examiner himself initially recognized that such claims must be read in view 
of their field, and based thereon originally held this type of claim to be patentable. In the Office 
Action of May 14, 2002 in the parent application (Serial No. 09/792,474), the Examiner found that 
claims of this nature presented allowable subject matter. As the Examiner ruled: 



5 Erickson pertains to silk screening, but as the language of claims 1-5 demonstrate, those 
claims do not relate to the field of silk screening. Furthermore, as discussed below, there has 
been no showing that silk screen techniques had any bearing on the field of these scrolls before 
Applicant's inventive efforts. Experimentation with, and modification of, silk screening 
technology was ultimately part of Applicant's particular solution, but it was part of Applicant's 
invention that he thought to do so, departing from the accepted teachings and expectations of his 
field. 

6 Moreover, even if these claims had recited silk screening (which they do not), the 
problems and issues associated with preparation of a religious scroll would lead one away from 
the use of silk screening, as previously discussed, and as discussed below. 



13 



"Claims 1-12 have been indicated as containing allowable subject 
matter because the prior art of record does not disclose or teach the 
method of preparing a Jewish religious scroll including the steps of 
placing text on the parchment with a human hand such that the 
placement of the text is automated in order to produce a kosher 
religious scroll." 

See, U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 09/792,474, Office Action of May 14, 2002 at page 4. No 
evidence in the field of Jewish religious scrolls anticipating or making the claims obvious was found 
by the Examiner, and thus, the initial claims were found to be allowable. The only objections to the 
claims at that time were minor informalities, in which minor revision was required to provide proper 
antecedent basis. 

That holding of allowability was withdrawn, however, in the present continuation. It is 

* 

believed that a supervisor considered the claims to be too broad or to have some similar perspective, 
and therefore, rejections were subsequently issued based on references such as Erickson and the 
remainder listed above. But such a generalized belief does not replace the need to evaluate the 
invention with due reference to the perspective of one of ordinary skill in the particular art to which 
the invention pertains. 

Nor should such an about-face have been lightly undertaken. See, MPEP §706.04 (great care 
should be exercised in authorizing rejection of a claim previously noted as allowable). Here, the 
Examiner's own admission contradicts his later position. 

In fact, the Examiner's initial instinct was correct: the field of claims 1-5 is the field of 
preparation of Jewish religious scrolls, and within that field of art, the claims are entirely novel and 
nonobvious. 
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B. Erickson Also Does Not Suggest the Religious Scroll Required by Group 2 
or Its Dependent Claims 

1. The Claimed Invention Is Not Obvious in the Context of these 
Articles or This Field . 

The claims of Group 2 (claims 6, 11,21) were rejected under §103 using Erickson as the 

primary reference in combination with "applicant's disclosure of prior art" (and using Hackett as a 

further reference for claim 11). It is respectfully submitted that teachings of Erickson have no real 

bearing on the patentability of these claims, when the claims are properly viewed from the 

perspective of this art. 

For each of these rejections, the Examiner is treating the claims as if they were merely 
reciting the silk screening of a document, and then rejecting the claims on the ground that the silk 
screening of any document is obvious. But that treatment is totally improper and contrary to the 
facts, context, and claims here. The claims are not directed to just 'any document' : they are directed 
to the specialized and unique objects recited in the claims. 

Jewish religious scrolls are not simply "documents". They are sacred religious articles. If 
one of these religious articles deteriorates due to age, such that it no longer meets the parameters of 
Jewish law, it is nonetheless treated with the utmost respect. As an pointed example of this, when 
a religious scroll of this nature becomes invalid, it must be buried, like a human being. These objects 
have a revered state of holiness. 

It goes without saying that ordinary documents are not like that in the least. It must be 
respectfully noted in the strongest terms that the repeated attempt by the Examiner to treat the 
invention like just an ordinary document is contrary to the entire basis and context of the invention, 
and ignores all of the applicable issues. 
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The importance, sanctity and unique nature of these religious articles is reflected by the 
extensive code of Jewish law surrounding them, which provides stringent specifications with respect 
to their composition, structure, and preparation. This is entirely unlike other mere documents. The 
Bleich article, and the sources referred to therein, are just some examples of the legal complexities 
surrounding these scrolls. 

The words of the claims have meaning, and their express requirements should not be ignored. 
The claims are to religious articles, and should be so understood, construed, and evaluated. Prior 
to the Applicant 5 s work, it was never apparent that the requirements for these sacred religious articles 

■ 

could be compatible with a silk screening method, and it was Applicant's development of a pioneer 
method that reconciles the two, which constitutes invention. 

Furthermore, silk screening is a very old process, which has been around for hundreds or 
possibly over a thousand years. Some have traced this process back to China and Japan as far back 
as 960 - 1280 C.E. Likewise, the preparation of Jewish religious scrolls is an ancient process dating 
back several thousand years. There has, therefore, been an extensive period of co-existence between 
the two processes. Yet, no prior art has been found at all referring to any suggestion in that entire 
period to prepare these Jewish religious scrolls using silk screening. Not even one prior art reference 
has been found so suggesting. If the subject of these claims was obvious, it would not have taken 
so long for someone to come up with of the claimed methods . From the perspective of one of 
ordinary skill in this art, no one has previously recognized in centuries or millenia of work that one 
could potentially comport with the applicable Jewish religious laws by producing the scroll using 
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the silk screen process claimed herein. 7 

2. The Nature of Silk Screening and the Requirements for These Scrolls 
Further Demonstrate the Flaws in the Pending Rejections 

To establish a prima facie case of obviousness, there must be a reasonable expectation of 
success, and the prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the 
claim limitations. See, MPEP §2143. The Examiner has not shown any evidence of a reasonable 
expectation of success here. Rather, the evidence of record shows the very opposite. 

As discussed, a Jewish religious scroll must be prepared pursuant to very stringent and 
meticulous requirements of Jewish law. As also discussed, numerous experts have assumed and 
believed that silk screening is not capable of successfully meeting those requirements (although 
Applicant and his expert have concluded and it is submitted demonstrated to the contrary). The 
various issues implicated by Rabbi Bleich with respect to the silk screen process show that a 
reasonable expectation of success was not present to one in this field prior to applicant's invention. 

A further example of the issues involved, and one not even addressed by the Bleich article, 
is the nature of the silk screen method itself with respect to letter contacts. Pursuant to Jewish law, 
the creation of a kosher Jewish religious scroll requires the placement of large numbers of closely 
spaced Hebrew letters by hand onto animal parchment. This must be done without a single letter 
ever coming into contact with any other letter on the scroll. 

7 In fact, whether this is possible is still controversial, even after Applicant's invention, 
as noted above. Yet, the rabbinical and Jewish legal status under all of the detailed religious 
legal provisions is not what is at issue in this application. What is at issue is whether Applicant's 
method was obvious to one of ordinary skill in this field at the time it was made. Within the 
applicable context, it must certainly be found that it was not. 
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This is yet a further reason why one of ordinary skill in this art would be expected to avoid 
using silk screening to make these scrolls prior to the invention, in addition to all the other questions 
raised by Rabbi Bleich. Printing using silk screening involves the application of ink to a substrate 
through a porous mesh. In certain silk screening methods in the past, this has resulted in an image 
which spreads slightly as the ink travels through the holes of the silk screen and is absorbed into the 
substrate. 

* 

It is theriefore to be expected that Hebrew letters placed onto parchment using silk screening 
could slightly expand or spread. But if a letter spreads slightly this can occasionally result in a 
portion of it contacting a neighboring letter above it, below it, or to the left or right. For the claimed 
religious scrolls, this is a particular problem in view of the structure of the text which has the Hebrew 
letters regularly extending above and below the line, toward each other. See e.g., Applicant's 
Application at Figure 2, line 3, the seventh letter from the right. This is also a problem in view of 
the manner in which the letters of these scrolls are tightly packed together. Id. 

Thus, because of the manner in which the scroll letters are tight packed and are structured, 
the manner in which ink normally spreads through the silk screen pores and onto the substrate during 
silk screening is potentially problematic. In view of the religious principle requiring the absence of 
even a single letter contact in the scroll - even unintentionally - one of ordinary skill would not be 
favorably disposed to look toward the silk screen process to create these religious articles. In the 
case of the longest scroll for example (a Torah scroll), it is necessary that over 300.000 letters be 
placed onto parchment by hand for each and every complete scroll produced, without a single letter 
ever bleeding, spreading, smearing or extending into another. If any part of even one letter of the 
hundreds of thousands anywhere on the scroll contacts another one for any reason, the entire scroll 
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is invalid. In fact, during Applicant's attempts to develop the invention, such spreading of ink 
initially posed a real problem. 8 

It is also relevant that to comport with Jewish law a Jewish religious scroll must be prepared 
on kosher animal parchment, as recited in the claim. One can not simply assume success on the 
composition of this unusual material. There is no evidence at all of record that the method of 
Erickson would be successful on that particular composition. Again, one cannot just treat the claim 
as if this requirement is absent - every claim limitation has significance. The Office Actions have 
not cited any prior art indicating whether silk screening could be successfully conducted on kosher 
animal parchment, ignoring this very specific element of the claimed inventions. This is a further 
flaw in the rejections in view of the spreading issues that had to be avoided and the religious 
principles that had to be met. For an ordinary document this may be irrelevant, but for the claimed 
scrolls it is critical. 

These were all among the issues Rabbi Tesler had to deal with. One could not simply 
"expect success" considering the rather unusual conditions and issues that had to be addressed. 

Furthermore, the art cited by the Examiner could itself tend to lead one away from the 
invention. In a detailed discussion of prior art, Erickson acknowledges some of the various 
difficulties associated with using silk screens. In one method, for example, one must be "careful to 
imbed the silk threads to a uniform depth in all areas so that a contact surface of uniform thickness 
is obtained with no thick edges which might cause paint or ink to run on the finished product". See, 
Erickson, Col. 1 lines 39-42. As discussed above, that ink could run on the product is contrary to 

8 Applicant eventually overcame this problem using specialized inks as recited in the 
claims of Group 3 below. He is not believed to be the first to use such specialized inks in silk 
screening, but is the first to recognize their benefits as part of the claimed methods. 
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the essential, non-negotiable, requirements of these religious scrolls. 

Likewise, Erickson states that "the mere act of imbedding ... will cause distortion of the 
emulsion so that the image or art work is not necessarily the same shape as it was originally made." 

See, Erickson, Col. 1 lines 61-68. This is also contrary to religious requirements that the Hebrew 

r 

letters must be of very particular and unambiguous shapes. 

Erickson further indicates that "[i]t is also apparent that the problem of placing and adhering 
of parts of the image or art work to the screen; such as a small period, a dot, a thin line, a small letter 
or shape standing by itself presents very serious difficulties." See, Erickson, Col. 1 lines 61 -68. After 
reviewing Erickson's comments, one would not be favorably inclined toward using a silk screen for 
a scroll explicitly requiring the placement of thousands of closely spaced small letters. As the 
current art still uses porous screens, even Erickson's own attempt to improve upon the art would not 
necessarily allay the concerns of one of ordinary skill regarding these numerous issues. 

Likewise, with respect to a further requirement for a prima facie case, it is necessary that the 
prior art reference (or references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. 
Yet, as noted above, other than by using Applicant's disclosure and perspective therein, no reference 
or combination thereof has been uncovered or cited by the Examiner with any teaching or suggestion 
at all regarding silk screening onto kosher parchment, as required by the claim. 

The Examiner has heavily relied upon applicant's disclosure to overcome these various 
defects in the art of record and in the elements of a prima facie case. But that reliance is clearly 
improper. The Federal Circuit has stated, for example, that the reasonable expectation of success 
must be found in the prior art, and not in applicant's disclosure. In re Vaeck, 947 F.2d 488, 20 
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USPQ2d 1438 (Fed. Cir. 1991). It is respectfully submitted that the Examiner has not met his 
burden to so demonstrate. 

It is also noteworthy that as previously discussed in the section on long felt need that it has 
been rare for most Orthodox Jews subject to the religious requirement to prepare their own scroll to 
actually be able to do so. In the past, the specialized knowledge and experience of a trained scribe 
has been needed to prepare these scrolls, something which most do not possess. 

The fact that those subject to this law have been unable to directly fulfill it 9 despite a binding 
religious requirement to do so, demonstrates that there has been a long felt need for an invention of 
the sort developed by Applicant, which affords most individuals the ability to write portions of these 
scrolls (or an entire scroll), without being a scribe, fulfilling the religious precept in a manner which 
to Applicant's knowledge has never been done before. That this long felt need has only now been 
met for the first time is strong evidence of the non-obviousness of the claims of Group 2. Glaverbel, 
45 F.3d at 1555, Stratojlex, 713 F.2d at 1538-39. 

In summary, the claims of Group 2 are directed to new methods for printing sacred scrolls 
which have very specific and exacting requirements. These Jewish religious scrolls are sui generis - 
they are objects in a class of their own. No one is believed to have previously comported with the 
applicable religious requirements in this way. That Applicant is the first to have accomplished this 
in several thousand years of this art is compelling evidence that his invention is non-obvious. 

9 As noted above, this has resulted in other means by the individual of attempting to 
fulfill this law, which do not involve actually writing a scroll by oneself. 
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C. The Claims of Group 3 are Patentable 

The claims of Group 3 (claims 7-10 and 23-25) are directed to the claimed methods of the 
independent claims, with the further use of ultraviolet and heat sensitive inks on a Jewish religious 
scroll. These preferred embodiments are claimed since Applicant needed to turn to the use of such 
special inks to overcome the spreading problem previously discussed, which Applicant encountered 

r 

during research and development. 

Those inks are a nonobvious departure from the inks traditionally and consistently used in 
the preparation of Jewish religious scrolls. There is simply no evidence of anyone ever having 
previously used these types of inks in this context. There is also no evidence at all in the record why 
one of ordinary skill would ever want to use these inks for these religious scrolls, absent the 
teachings of Applicant's disclosure. 

The field of these scrolls already has well accepted inks that have been used for generations. 
Outside of the teachings of Applicant's invention, there is no reason to disregard the long standing 
and accepted use of those inks and stop using them. It would be arbitrary to do so, and without any 
any reasonable basis. 

D. The Claims of Groups 4, 5 and 6 are Also Patentable 

Group 4 (claims 22, 27, 28, 33) relates to a method on kosher parchment with attached 
crowns. Group 5 (claims 12, 29, 30, 33) relates to a method for creating a Jewish religious scroll 
using Sirtut (ritual guide lines), including preparation such that the tops of letters hang from those 
Sirtut (claims 29, 30 and 33). Group 6 (claims 26, 31, 32, 33-35 and 37-40) relates to a method for 
creating a Jewish religious scroll in a ritual manner. 
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With respect to those claims, the Examiner has also not met his burden, as the art does not 
teach or suggest Applicant's method as recited in the independent claims, and further using the 
recited limitations of these dependent claims. 

In fact, the non-prior art Dei' ah ve Dibur article initially cited by the Examiner, for example, 
is evidence of the difficulty of providing a method using attached crowns (Group 4). The second 
page of that article indicates that experts can discern the difference between the writing of a scribe 
and a silk screen because in the latter some of the tagim (crowns) are detached from the letters. 
Applicant's method claimed in Group 4 overcomes that problem. Thus, if anything, Dei'ah ve Dibur 
(previously cited by the Examiner and subsequently withdrawn), is evidence supporting patentability. 

Similarly, it appears that at least one expert does not recognize that the silk screening method 
can be compatible with fulfillment of the Sirtut limitation required under Jewish law (and recited in 
Group 5). The discussion in Rabbi Mansour's article (Exhibit D), seems to imply a lack of 
realization that the present invention can be done while fulfilling the Sirtut requirement. This again 
is expert evidence after the fact confirming the nonobviousness of the invention before the fact. 

Likewise with respect to Group 6, the expert and legal issues discussed above 
overwhelmingly demonstrate that the notion of creating a Jewish religious scroll in a ritual manner 
using a silk screen technique, or so preparing one such that it is valid for use in Orthodox Jewish 
religious services 10 , is not in the least bit obvious. 

The Examiner's rejections on these issues essentially rely upon applicant's disclosure as the 
basis for the rejections, while ignoring the full context of this art, which is entirely impermissible. 

10 Such services include prayer services and services in which the scrolls are read from, 
such as those involving reading of the Megillah scrolls. 



V. The Guidance of the Supreme Court's KSR Decision Confirms the Result Here 

In its recent KSR decision, the Supreme Court provided additional direction as to the factors 
relevant to an obviousness analysis. KSRIntl Co., v. Teleflex, Inc., 127 U.S. 1727, 82 U.S.P.Q.2d 
(BNA) 1385 (S.Ct. 2007). As the Court noted, "often, it will be necessary for a court to look to 
interrelated teachings of multiple patents; the effects of demands known to the design community 
or present in the marketplace; and the background knowledge possessed by a person having ordinary 
skill in the art, all in order to determine whether there was an apparent reason to combine the known 
elements in the fashion claimed by the patent at issue". KSR, 127 U.S. at 1 740-1 741 . Here, all three 
factors confirm that the evidence discussed above demonstrates that there were many reasons to not 
combine prior elements in the fashion recited in those pending claims reciting silk screening. 

With respect to the first factor, the interrelated teachings of the prior art (here, Jewish law, 
rather than multiple patents) would lead one in this field to believe that silk screening cannot produce 
a successful invention which comports with the Halakhic requirements. This is well apparent from 
the analysis in the Bleich article, for example. 

As to the second factor, a review of the demands known to the design community and present 
in the marketplace is likewise illustrative. The market has long required a more efficient and less 
expensive approach in view of the difficult, laborious and time consuming methods that have been 
used. The demand for an improved method has been present in the marketplace for centuries, and 
the need for a means to more completely fulfill certain religious obligations. At the same time, the 
various design tools of silk screen techniques have been coextensively present for centuries as well. 
Yet, there is no evidence that in all that extensive period, anyone else has developed a method for 
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these religious articles, that is comparable to the present invention or otherwise addresses its 
requirements and objectives. 

As to the third factor, the background possessed by those of ordinary skill in this art would 
likewise lead away from the invention. The numerous requirements that must be addressed, 
including, but not limited to, the handwriting requirement and other basic ones such as the need to 
produce a scroll with hundreds of thousands of inked letters packed together while avoiding the 
slightest possibility of running or contact, would lead one of ordinary skill away from the claimed 



These factors all show that the inventor has engaged in significant innovation in his field - 
precisely the type of innovation which is supposed to be protected by the patent laws. 



In view of the above, it is submitted that all of the pending claims are fully nonobvious over 
the art of record. A reversal of the rejections of the pending claims is respectfully requested and 
believed fully warranted. 



inventions. 



Conclusion 



Dated: January 22, 2008 



Respectfully submitted, 




MotVfs E. Cohen (Reg. No. 39,947) 
Law Office of Morris E. Cohen, P.C. 
1 122 Coney Island Avenue, Suites 216-217 
Brooklyn, New York 1 1230 
718-859-8009 (telephone) 
718-859-3044 (facsimile) 



Attorney for Applicant 
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Appendix 

1 . A method for preparing a Jewish religious scroll, comprising the steps of: 

placing text of a Jewish religious scroll onto parchment with a human hand, wherein said 
parchment is kosher parchment, wherein said placement of said text is automated such that multiple 
letters are placed on said kosher parchment with a single movement of the human hand, and wherein 
said letters are placed onto said kosher parchment such that no two letters in said scroll come into 
contact with each other. 

2. A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said scroll is a Torah scroll. 

3. A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said scroll is a Megillah scroll. 

4. A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said scroll is a Mezzuzah scroll. 

5. A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said scroll is a Tefillin scroll. 

6. A method as claimed in claim 1, further comprising the steps of creating a silkscreen 
template, said silkscreen template having openings therein corresponding to the text of a 
Jewish religious scroll. 

7. A method as claimed in claim 6, further comprising the step of providing ultraviolet ink onto 
said parchment through said openings. 

8. A method as claimed in claim 6, further comprising the step of providing heat sensitive ink 
onto said parchment through said openings. 

9. A method as claimed in claim 8, further comprising the step of illuminating said parchment 
to cause said ink to harden on said parchment. 

10. A method as claimed in claim 7 3 further comprising the step of illuminating said parchment 
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to cause said ink to harden on said parchment. 

11. A method as claimed in claim 6, wherein said template comprises a reproduction of a pre- 
existing Jewish religious scroll. 

12. A method as claimed in claim 1 ? further comprising the step of etching said parchment with 
Sirtut grid lines. 

21 . A method for preparing a Jewish religious scroll, comprising the steps of: 

(a) placing sirtut onto a parchment, wherein said parchment is kosher parchment; and, 

(b) placing the text of a Jewish religious scroll onto said parchment using a silkscreening 
process; 

(c) wherein said letters of said text are placed onto said kosher parchment with a human 
hand; and, 

(d) wherein said letters are placed onto said scroll so that no two letters of said scroll 
come into contact with each other. 

22. A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein said letters have crowns, and wherein all of said 
letters placed onto said scroll have said crowns attached. 

23. A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein said letters comprise ultraviolet ink. 

24. A method as claimed in claim 21 , wherein said letters comprise heat sensitive ink. 

25. A method as claimed in claim 2 1 , wherein said letters have crowns, wherein all of said letters 
placed onto said scroll have said crowns attached, and wherein each of said letters comprise 
ink selected from the group consisting of: ultraviolet ink and heat sensitive ink. 

27 



26. A method as claimed in claim 21, further comprising the steps of reciting a blessing and 
imprinting the name of G-d on said scroll. 

27. A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said letters have crowns, and wherein all of said 
letters placed onto said scroll have said crowns attached. 

28. A method as claimed in claim 26, wherein said letters have crowns, and wherein all of said 
letters placed onto said scroll have said crowns attached. 

29. A method as claimed in claim 12, wherein the top of each letter in said scroll hangs from 
said sirtut. 

30. A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein the top of each letter in said scroll hangs from 
said sirtut. 

31. A method as claimed in claim 1, further comprising the steps of reciting a blessing and 
imprinting the name of G-d on said scroll. 

32. A method as claimed in claim 29, further comprising the steps of reciting a blessing and 
imprinting the name of G-d on said scroll. 

33. A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein: (a) said letters have crowns, all of said letters 
placed onto said scroll having said crowns attached; (b) wherein said method comprises the 
steps of reciting a blessing and imprinting the name of G-d on said scroll; and (c) wherein 
the top of each letter in said scroll hangs from said sirtut. 

34. A method as claimed in claim 1, wherein said scroll is prepared for use in Jewish prayer 
services. 

35. A method as claimed in claim 2 1 , wherein said scroll is prepared and valid for use in Jewish 
prayer services. 
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A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein said scroll is a Torah scroll. 
A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein said scroll is a Megillah scroll. 
A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein said scroll is a Mezzuzah scroll. 
A method as claimed in claim 21, wherein said scroll is a Tefillin scroll. 
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mejifiot tefiiliu a„d me zuzat. If acceptable, utilization of thai method 
would dramatically reduce the cost of those sacred artifacts. 

The newly-developed process represents an adaptation of the silk 
screening commonly employed in various forms of commercial art Silk 
screening ,s one of the oldest methods of printing words and images 
The origin of silk screening can he traced back to early Egyptian and 
Chinese c.vmzations and was probably first developed sometime in the 
hfth century of the common era. Today, the process, often referred to 
as scngraphy, .s most commonly used by commercial artists became it 
allows for printing upon virtually any material. Screen printed materials 
mclude most plastic containers used for food and industrial products 
cosmetics, signs, tee shirts and caps. 

The screen priming process is quite simple. The fabric or mesh of 
which the screen is made is similar to a window screen but is much finer 
Although the screen was originally made of silk, it can also be made of 
nylon, w,re, cotton, or even more commonly at present, polyester The 
stencil placed over the screen consists of a thin lacquer sheer Ink or a 
coloring agent is deposited onto the screen and pressure is applied by 
means ot a squeegee in order to pull the ink or dye over those parts of 
the screen not blocked by the stencil. The ink or coloring agent then 
passes to the surface below the screen known as the substrate Thus the 
letter or design formed on the substrate is defined by the stencil 

The process developed by Rabbi Abadi, as described in the 
lammuz 5762 .ssuc of Or Tomb and the Av-Elul 5762 issue of Kate- 
Bet Aharon iY-7Wr/, involves use of a piece of tightly woven silk that 
is stretched upon a wooden frame. Minute holes in the material arc- 
arranged m the shape of the letters of an entire column or of several 
columns of a Torah scroll. The silk screen is then placed ewer parch- 
ment, and ink IS poured on an imperforated area of the silk along the 
entire length of the right side of the screen.' A broadTaced implement 
similar to a squeegee, made of rubber or plastic, is ,„cn used to force 
the ink across the screen from right to left with the result that the ink 
enters and fills the gaps that have been left between the woven strands 
of the screen The ink is allowed to dry and. with the removal of the 
screen, a full column or multiple columns of writing appear The 
process ,s repeated for each section of the Torah scroll and, ultimately 
the parchment columns subjected to this process are sewn together in 
the usual manner. Many individuals will readily recall using stencils as 
children cither to trace the outlines of the alph.be, or to fill in entire 
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Woszner making many of the .same points. Rabbi Yosef's comments 
were penned in response to an unpublished analysis of the issues drafted 
by the younger Rabbi Woszner and transmitted by him to Rabbi Yoscf. 

ihe various leiicrs of condemnation are univocal in substance- they 
d.rter only with regard to the tone and degree of vehemence, ranging 
from Rahb. Woszncr's exhortation to fulfill the halakhic obligation to 
«ce from this *acr of corruption," Rabbi Kliashiv\s declaration that 
"one who rules permissibly in the matter, the distributors, their mer- 
chants and sub-merchants are in the category of sinners and those who 
cause the multitudes to sin" to R. Ovadiah Yoscf s comparatively mild 
conclusion thai the proponent of this nove l method "has nothing u ill 
upon which to base himself." I lowcvci, even that siarcmeni is preceded 
with rhe declaration, "The matter demonstrates that the fear of God is 
not upon their shoulders. Woe to them on the Day of Judgment!" 

An anonymous apologia iti the form of a pamphlet tilted Ha-Emct 
vc-ha-Slmlom Ahaut countering the alleged infraction of the regulations 
governing the writing of Torah scrolls and rhe like was published in 
Bnei Brak (5763). A similar exposition also appears in Rabbi Ahadi's 
recently published work, Or TxzImK no. S3. Although the process is 
defended in Ha-Etnrt vc-ha-Slmlom, the anonymous author states in his 
preface in bold type that "it is certainly clear to us that this thing should 
not be done, as has been ruled by R. Yosef Shalom Kliashiv." However, 
the tenor of the concluding section of the work and of Rabbi Abadi's 
respon.su in is quite different. 



HI. HALAKHIC OBJECTIONS 
1. "Spilling" as Opposed to Writing 

The textual locus of the primary objection— and ostensibly of the pro- 
posal uself— is the statement of the Gcmara, Citttn 19a, presented in 
the context of procedures to be employed in drafting of a bill of 
divorce: "Witnesses who do not know how to sign, we tear a blank 
paper on their behalf and they fill the torn spaces vvirh ink." Deuteron- 
omy 24:1 provides that a husband desirous of divorcing his wife must 
"write her a bill of divorcement * The Gcmara, Ginin 19a, cites a 
bcratta containing rwo opinions with regard to the procedure to lie fol- 
lowed in situations in which the witnesses do not know how to af>ix 
their signatures. One opinion rules that a non-durable substance should 
be employed to outline the letters of their signatures. The witnesses 
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Rabbenu Nissim, Rirva and Shiltfi bn-Gibhorim in their respective i'»m- 
mentarics, ad locum,, as well as of Ibiiuh died by 7iir Sfwlhan Arukh t 
Even ha-'Ezer 130:16. Tusafot ha- Rush further cites an objection raised 
by the Palestinian Talmud, Gittin 2:3. In order to prevent a challenge 
to the authenticity of the jfct % the signatures of the witnesses must be 
validated cither by comparison of those signatures with already authen- 
ticated signatures or by testimony of witnesses who recognize the signa- 
tures. According to Tosafot ha-Rosh's interpretation of the relevant pas- 
sage contained in the Palestinian Talmud, the Palestinian Talmud raises 
an extremely cogent objection: How can signatures be verified if they 
are not idiosyncratic but instead are stylized by means of a stencil? Such 
signatures, argues lite Palestinian Talmud, will have the characteristics 
of the pattern prepared by the person who cut the stencil rather than of 
the witnesses. The Palestinian Talmud's response is that the witness 
must be mindful not to ink in the space in its entirety but to use the 
torn paper merely as a guide in forming the letters of their names with 
the result that there will indeed be a distinctive pattern to the manner 
in which the letters are formed. 

Since Tosafot, Gittin 4a, declare that all regulations governing the 
"writing" of a jjet arc attendant upon the signatures of a get as well, it 
might then be argued that filling in the cut our areas of a stencil or silk 
screen docs constitute "writing* in the halakhic sense of the concept. 
Moreover, since there is no need for authentication of the handwriting 
of a Tor ah scroll, the cut out areas mighr also be inked in in their 
entirety. Nevertheless, tilling in spaces on a stencil is readily distinguish- 
able from simply passing ink over a stencil and allowing the blanks 
spaces to absorb the ink. The former involves an act of ""writing" in that 
each letter is individually formed by a series of acts entirely similar to 
those of conventional writing with the stencil merely serving as a guide; 
the latter involves only spilling ink without any need for an act designed 
to fashion letters or even for the intent to do so. That distinction is 
expressly formulated in the name of Tosafot both by Hiddusbd Ritva 
ha-Yesbanim and Rabbenu Crescas who state that the expedient of a 
torn paper may be utilized "only in the manner of writing but not by 
spjlling ink on the paper, for that is not 'writing. " M Rabbi Abadi, Or 
Tizhak y no. 53, sec. 3, however, insists that since the silk screen method 
requires application of pressure it is not to be equated with "spilling."* 

Rabbi Gross suggests that the concept formulated by Ritva and 
Rabbenu Crescas is rooted in a discussion of the Palestinian Talmud, 
Gittin 2:3 and Shabbat 12:4. Caring the verse "and he shall write her a bill 
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of divnuvneni" ( I Vmeronomy 24:1) Uu- Palestinian Talmud declares 
I le shall wore/ Inn not gouge ( /«-U*|; 'he shall write/ but not 
dnp (vt-la fm-nnttij); 'he shall write/ but not spill (vc lo hashofekh) - As 
an example of -but not spill," the Palestinian Talmud describes a type of 
"tnv.Mble mk" employed by the wise men of Mcdenha: The ink of antiq- 
uity included a variety of components including an apparently colorless 
substance known as «,„ afazim. That ingredient used in isolation was 
the invisible mk of the -wise men of Mcdenha.- The recipient of a seem- 
ingly blank piece of paper would make the writing appear by pouring a 
specially prepared ink lacking mei afhzim over the paper. Upon coming 
•mo contact with the ma afazim already imbedded in the paper the Id- 
lers originally formed by the invisible met afazim became clearly legible 

1 he Palestinian Talmud declares that such a procedure docs not con- 
stitute "writing." Rabhi Abadi. Or Tizlm^ S3, sec. 3, asserts that only 
a procedure of this nature is excluded hv the exegerical declaration "but 
"<>r spill. I hat principle, he asscns.does not exclude "pushing" ink in 
order to form letters. Nevertheless, it seems evident that the rationale 
reflected m the comment of the Palestinian Talmud "but not drip" is that 
letters formed without directum, i.e., bv mcrelv dribbling a substance 
capable of arranging itself into words without the hand motions involved 
m normal writing, is not a form of "writing" tor purposes of Halakhah * 
More fundamentally, ihe exclusion "but not spill" certainly seems to con- 
note the pouring of ink in a manner that allows the ink to form itself into 
letters. Ihc silk screen process certainly falls within that category. 

2. u Dripping" As Opposed To Writing 

The Palestinian Talmud further states that the exclusion "but not drip" 
also precludes forming letters by means of dots and adduces a contro- 
versy with regard to whether a bill of divorce containing letters original- 
ly formed by means of dots but later connected contiguously is valid 7 
Ramban, Gutw 20a, followed by It.bbenu Crescas and Mc'iri, rules 
that a lorah scroll written in that manner is unfit for use even though 
the dors are ultimately connected because -this is not writing " Pri 
Hndash, £,.<•« bn-Ez.r 125:4, rules that, m light of the unresolved taJ- 
mud.c controversy, the validity of a m drafted in such a manner must 
be regarded as matter of doubt. 11 

lUbbi Gross observes that the silk screen method does not really 
employ a stencil that allows the letter to be filled in on the underlying 
parchment m its entirety. Instead it utilizes a series of holes in the screen 
through which the ink drips onto the parchment. Contiguous letters are 
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the result of a bleeding process, i.e., a scries of dots are formed and later 
merge into a complete letter. Rabbi dross notes that, unlike Korban ha- 
Edah in his commentary to the Palestinian Talmud, ad locum, Teshuvot 
Sbo'cl u-Mcshiv, Ma ha dura Kamma, III, no. 102, asserts that the 
Palestinian Talmud disqualifies the (f(t only if the drops of ink were 
originally significantly distanced from one another but not if I hey are 
placed so close to one another as to appear in the guise of a letter. 
Nevertheless, Rabbi Gross maintains that even such letters are rendered 
acceptable only if the dors are connected by means of a pen bur are 
unacceptable if the dots merge of their own accord to fill the page. 
Rabbi Abadi, Or TizlmU, no. S3, sec. 3, responds 10 tlwr objection by 
contending that rhe silk screen method docs not cause letters to be 
formed by means of bleeding which serves to connect tiny droplets ot 
ink. Rather, he insists, although the ink penetrates between the strands 
of the silk screen drop by drop, the ink emerges onto the parchment, 
not as droplets, but as a complete letter. g 

3- Not u In The Manner Of Writing" 

In his rejection of the validity of the silk screen method, Rabbi Yoset 
does not focus upon the nature of the silk screen method as a process 
tantamount to connecting dots. Instead he cites leshuvot ba-Rasbba ba- 
Meyuttasot U-Ramban, no. 122, who states that the procedure described 
by the Palestinian Talmud results in an invalid jftt because "we require 
that [the scribe [ write in the manner of those who write and con- 
cludes that, a fortiori, the silk screen method is unacceptable "for after 
he drips the ink he does not perform an act of writing or of moving a 
pen." In effect. Rabbi Yosef categorizes the forming of letters by means 
of droplets of ink as not being "in the manner of writing." Unlike 
Rabbi Abadi, Rabbi Yoscf does not regard the pushing of a squeegee to 
be comparable to maneuvering a pen. 

Rabbi Gross advances an even more basic consideration to disquali- 
fy the silk screen process on the grounds that it is '"not in the manner of 
writing." Torah scrolls, tefillin y mezuzot etc. must be written "in the 
manner of writing" {derekh kctivaij). For that reason, Shulhan Arukh, 
Orah Hayyim 32:5, cites authorities who rule that if a right-handed 
individual "writes teftllin with his left hand they are unfit for use. 11 In 
u writing,' 1 letters arc formed by discrete hand motions that give shape 
to the letters. In silk screening, the motions of the hand do not give t he- 
letters their distinct shape; rather, the shape is an indirect result that 
arises from the presence of the stencil. 



86 



In addirioii, R. Moshe Sorer, Teshuvot Hatam Softr, VI, IU >. 29 s v 
mashekatav man In to, declares rim speed writing executed by invoking 
supernatural powers is no different from writing with the left hand i c 
tt is not "m the manner of writing." Accordingly, argues Rabbi Gross] 
the rap,d maimer in which silk screen writing is performed is not "in 
the manner of writing." However, ir should be noted that in discussing 
the halakh.c status of a printing press, R. Abraham I. Kook, Da'at 
Kohen no. 1 60, endeavors to demonstrate that, for purposes of 
.sabbath strictures, simultaneous writing of multiple letters constitutes a 
cap.tal transgression Consequently, Dn'nr Kobe,* regards simultane- 
ous formation ol muhiple | rI .c.s to he "in the manner of wririnii " 
Moreover, Kahh, Akuh. Or r t ~MU; no S .l. , , norcs> (hc 
Joma 38h, dcscnlxs j process employed ,<> wnre four letters simultane- 
ously, labtmn H. Mashcb Proven/ declares explicitly that there is no 
obligation to form letters individually or to write every word separately. 

he process described by Hatam Sofrr is readily distinguishable from 
the simultaneous writing described in that source and in Da>at Kohcn in 
that the process described by Hatam Sofa- involved harnessing super- 
natural powers. It is readily understandable that utilization of supernat- 
ural powers is not "in the manner of writing" and, moreover, it may be 
argued that writing ^iccwH by means of SU ch powers is not to be 
deemed the producr of a human act. 

Rabbi Gross also suggests that lor the procedure to be carried out 
in the manner of writing," it is necessary for rhe writing implement to 
come n.to direct contact with rhe paper or parchment being written 
upon. Silk scrcenmg involves the interposition of., screen between the 
squeegee and rhe parchment and hence, contends Rabbi Gross the 
process may not be consistent with "the manner of writing, " 

4. HokTokbot (Gouging) 

Another objection to the silk screen pr.Kess is based upon analysis of 
the rule that excludes whittling from rhe category of "writing " The 
Gcmara, dm,, 20a, circs the verse "and he shall write" as excluding 
goug.ng in the form of whittling a substance so that letters appear in 
rebel {hok tokhot). Of course, pouring ink upon a stencil in silk screen- 
•rig is qmtc dtrtcrent from whittling. Nevertheless ir may be argued that 
the rai.„„ale underlying the exclusion of whittling is equally applicable 
«o the silk screen process. Radii explains that whittling is not a form of 

wmmg because the whittler "did not form the letters-" 'fylfot 
Saubedn,, 2 lb, similarly explain that in rhe process of whittling "the 
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writing appears of its own." Mc'iri, in Ins Kiryat Scfcr, maamttr bet, 
part 2, s.v. vcaf is even more explicit in explaining that the exclusion is 
predicated upon the consideration Hiat such j procedure does not con- 
stitute writing "tor he did not perform an act upon the letters them- 
selves and the basic writing is made of itself" One who forces ink over a 
silk screen certainly has not shaped or formed the letters and hence by 
performing an act "upon the letters themselves" the resultant writing 
can accurately be described as having come about "of* itself in that it is 
produced by the screen rather than by the writer. Indeed, as Rabbi 
Gross points out, whittling does involve acts that shape the lerter but is 
unsatisfactory because those acts jrc performed in manner that is 
external to rhc lener itself. The silk screen process is even further 
removed from the category of "writing," contends Rabbi Gross, by 
virtue of the fact that, in pressing ink upon the screen, the hitman hand 
performs no act with regard to the actual shaping of the letters.' 1 

5. The Divine Names 

Another problem with regard to the silk screen process is the writing of 
the many occurrences of the Divine Name. Shuihart Arukh, Orah 
Hmyyim$2:\9 and Torch De'ah 276:2, records the rule that the Divine 
Name, in each of its occurrences, must be written explicitly -for the 
purpose of the sanctity of the Divine Name" {leshem kedushat ha- 
Shem). Many authorities, including, inter alia, Unci Ton ah 276:2 
Dtrrei Hamudot, Halakhot Kctanot, Hilkhot Scfer Torah 4.1 I;' 
Ma'adanei Tom Tav, Halakhot Ketanot, Hilkhot Scfer Torah 4:5; FJiyahu 
Kabbah 32:36; Teshuvot Hct SMowoh, Torch De 'ah, IJmio. \63 lethuvot 
Dvar Shmu'et, no. 76; Melekhet Shamayim, no. 5; Rirkci Tosef Torch 
Dc'af} 276:3; Bet Aharon, no. 12; Teshuvot M aha ram Shik, Torch De'ah 
no. 276; Kol Ta'akov, Torch De'ah 274:4; R. Yitzchak Dov Bamberger' 
Melekhet Shamayim, Binah 9:3; and Hazon Ish, Orah Hayyim 6:13^ 
maintain that such sanctification must be performed verbally prior to 
the writing of each and every Divine Name. 

However, Taz, Torch De'ah 274:1, rules that ai least post factum, 
such sanctification is necessary only at the beginning of each writing 
session. 14 Taz' position is itself the subjecr of differing interpretations. 
Some authorities, including inter alia, Unci Tonah 276:2, Teshuvot Hct 
Shlomoh, Torch Dc'zh, II, no. 163, Beer Hcitev, Torch De'ah 276 2- 
Teshuvot Maharam Sfjik, Torch Deah, no. 276; Teshuvot Zera Emet \ 
Orah Hayyim, no. 6; Emek She'elah, Torch De'ah, no. 77; and Pithei 
TcsJwwb, Torch Dc>ah 276:1 , maintain that, although according to Taz, 
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other words that he is forming. Rabbi Abadi, Or Tizljak, no. S3, sec. 5, 
asserts that awareness of the fact that other words are being formed 
simultaneously does not interfere with cognizance of the writing of the 
Divine Name. 

Another consideration with regard to the writing of Divine Names is 
the issue of the order in which the letters of the Divine Name must be 
formed. R. Abraham ben Morclecai Ha-]jevi, Tcshuvot Ciinat Vcradim, 
Orah Hayyim, bial 2, nos. 10 and 12, asserts that the letters of the Divine 
Name must be written in consecutive order. 10 Thai is also the position of 
Tcshuvot Noda bi-Tchudah, Mahadura Tinyana, Torch Dcab, no. 74 and 
supporting evidence is advanced by Minhat UimnAh, no. 43o. Vcsbuvah 
me-Ahavah, 111, no. 391, similarly remarks that he leiters of the Divine 
Name "must certainly Ik* written consecutively." Thai also seems to be 
view of the Zohar, VaTikra 1 lb. Nevertheless, the position that the let- 
ters of the Divine Name must be written consecutively is refuted by 
Tcshuvot Avne i Nezcr, Torch Dc'ab, no. 30, and, as demonstrated by 
Tcshuvot TabVa Omer, III, Torch De'ah, no. 14, is contradicted by 
numerous other authorities. Jl In any event, in employment of the silk 
screen method, ink is spread across each column from right to left with 
the result that the letters of each Divine Name are indeed produced in 
consecutive order. 

6. Copying from an Existing Scroll 

Rased upon a statement of the Gemara, Mejjillab 1Kb, Stjulhan Arukh, 
Torch Dc'ab 274:2, rules that a Torah scroll cannot be written from 
memory but must be copied from an already existing Torah scroll. 
Rabbi Gross endeavors to demonstrate that this requirement is not 
based upon the fear that a fa Hi hie memory may lead to inadvertent 
scribal error but is an intrinsic procedural rule.'" R. lonah Ixuidsophcr, 
Rnci Tonah (Prague, 5S62), no. 271, Pilpttl Amkh, p. 14a, observes 
that the Palestinian Talmud, MnjiUab 4:1, reports that Rabbi Meir 
wrote a men t Hah from memory and then copied a second mcffilfah from 
it. Thereupon, Rabbi Meir secreted the first mcjfiitab and used the sec- 
ond for the reading of the mtqil/ab. Assuredly, the first mcfiitlah was 
free of error, else it could not have been used as a master copy for pur- 
poses of copying the second." Nevertheless, the firsr mejfi/lab was not 
useable because it had not been copied from an already existing 
meflilla}). 1 * Similarly, argues Rabbi Gross, scrolls produced by a silk 
screen process arc not acceptable because they have not been copied 
from existing scrolls. A similar objection was earlier advanced by R. 
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iten-Zion Meir Cluii 1'ziel, TisLci Uzi\l, no. 31 , with regard to use of a 
printing press for .such purposes. 

Rabbi Gross' argument is, however, subject to challenge. It is quite 
correct that subsequent proofreading does not retroactively validate a 
scroti written from memory. Nevertheless, ii is not at all clear that, 
other than being an uncorrupied text, rhc scroll used as a master copy 
need necessarily be written in conformity with all halakhic require- 
ments. Proof: As is evident from the anecdote concerning R. Meir, a 
mcgUlah may be used as a master copy even if it itself was not copied 
from anorher scroti. Thus, for example, it is possible that a scroll written 
by a minor, although itself invalid, might nevertheless be used for pur- 
poses ol copying.-'" If mi, the stencil used in the silk screen process may 
perhaps lu- regarded .is the master scroll ami I( ie scroti produced from it 
may perhaps be regarded as functionally "copied" from the screen. 



7. Vocalization Prior To Writing 

As recorded by Shi, I bait An, Lb, Torch Dc'ab 274:2, there is also a 
requirement that 1 1 it scrilve pronounce each word before committing it 
to writing. However, both Rasbi and '/«>/#/;//, Meaahot 30a, as well as 
numerous other early authorities indicate thai vocalization is necessary 
only in order to prevent scribal error. That consideration certainly is not 
germane with regard ro the silk screen process. However, Rah> Orah 
Hayyim 32: IS, states that vocalization is mandated in order to cause 
the sanctity of the spoken work to become attached to the written let- 
ters. Although Raits position is cited by Shiyarei Knesset ha-Gcdolah, 
Hidditsbci Bet Tosej\ Orah Hayyim 32:20, and by a number of other lat- 
ter-day authorities, the weight of opinion is not in accordance with his 
view. Nevertheless, citing Hah, Mishuah Hem rah 32:36 rules that if the 
scribe does not vocalic the words prior to writing them the scroll can 
be regarded as valid only post jhettnu. Rabbi Ahadi, Or Tizhak y no. 53, 
sec. 7, concedes that the silk screen method is not compatible with the 
requirement for vocalization as understood by Hah. 17 

IV. CONCLUSION 

The silk screen method is certainly subject to challenge on the basis of 
its inherent incompatibility with a number of considerations: 

1 . I he position of Hah, who maintains that each word must be vocal- 
ized before writing even when there is no chance of scribal error; 
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2. The view of the authorities who maintain that each word must 
be copied from an existing text and that an error- free "master 
text" is not sufficient for this purpose. 

3. The view of the authorities who maintain thai multiple Divine 
Names cannot lie sanctified even simultaneously; 

4. Iggeret Moshclis 2 * view that any method in which sirtut serves 
no purpose is disqualified; 

5. The view of Tcshuvot Zcra Avraham, She' Hat David, Da 'at 
Kohen and Piskti UziW that the printing press is not acceptable 
because u it is not in the manner of writing." 

6. The kabbalistic view expressed by An lo regarding the particular 
form of writing that governs the manner in which the writing of 
each letter is begun. 

Nevertheless, a competent rabbinic decisor might, with justifica- 
tion, conclude that those are minority views and consequently rely 
upon the weight of authority in ignoring such concerns. The crucial 
consideration is whether or not the silk screen method constitutes 
either "spilling" or "dripping** and hence is ruled invalid by the* 
Palestinian Talmud. Since the validity of Torah .scrolls, ttfilltu and 
mcZHZot 'ts a matter of biblical law, any doubt, if the there is indeed such 
doubt, must be resolved in the negative. Thus, it would be necessary 
either to adduce strong precedent in support of the validity of a method 
similar to the silk screen process or to advance a compelling logical dis- 
tinction between that method and the processes described by the 
Palestinian Talmud. In this writer's opinion, the requisite demonstra- 
tion has not been forthcoming. 



NOTKN 

1. Sec in/ra, note 9. 

2. Ilic description of die process presented in these sources is probably some- 
what inaccurate. The usual form of silk screening as described in the litera- 
ture employs a stencil placed over the screen. The screen itself bears no let- 
ter or design. The ink is then applied to the stencil and penetrates the 
exposed portion of the screen. Rabbi Ahadi himself, in bis recently pub- 
lished Or Ttzhak, Yoreb De'ab, no. S3, indicates that the priKcss utilizes a 
plastic stencil with letters formed by small, closely- placed holes. 

Although immemioned in these sources but duly noted by Rabbi Abadi 
in his Or Yizbak, the parchment used in this process is scored in the proper 
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be added after the writing has been completed. X 

40 ,ec f iO S l y -^ ^'t 1 "' F r inMan ' {W™ Mother Orah Havytm, IV, no. 
n»™ 1 "S? < J «' «* »» « designed to serve a concrete 

purpos. and thus would not be necessary when fi>r example a photo 

HKcd a statutory requirement, any process in which sirtut would be 

at on u„uld be sulhacnt, ,n and ot uscll, disqualify a silk screen process 

. ~r c3 T ' |""" ° , ,hU - ««* many dbciffw 

tlu prop r ,M> oi employment ol priming presses for this purpose datina 
rom the early part „j ,he sixteenth century (see ,«/«, note in 
recent di.wuss.oi.s of the silk screen method 

Nevertheless, a rather diflere.u formula,;,.,, „r,hat argument appears in 
one ear «H,av. R. Jonah Utulsopher, whose respond coll tmT^^ 
2*d*kab « fam,ltar to rabbm c scholars, also authored a work devoted to the 
laws oU-nr,,^ lorah scrolls, tcfiiiiu and «r= W ^ bearing the thhr 5«i 

hat m pnnung an entire folio the *>/« would be S upcrfl5o« v-Uh ite 

U\ t. u w ^"1 1" M,U " ntM K ' a » t ' t ^ r " a » -"-andnKnt a^d t 

m l ' cd U W »" >1 r 1 I" Knmcf in duration." As fo7 

ulnted by Hna Tonab ^.n argument ,s readily rebutted: The requirement 

t ^ J" ° J hM : d,1,g ! Ur |,,,Skri? >' Hilh rc *'^ handwriuen I^oll 
rfr^w" 17 rC4U,rtX m J ha ^ c »^"^^ or unforeseen, in wnkh 

«r«, would serve no ( n.rp.«c. fam Af, M/s tiirimthri on of the argent 
is not open to similar challenge. «(S um «i" 

3. There are unconfirmed reports that some years ago an employee of the 
hrael, Mmistry of Religions etandesunelv employed a sim |V ^ process in 

-as uncovered when an * tep^Wr 
r«ogn./.ed that dure were no variations whatsoever between ,h 

4. R. Ovadiah Vc«ef a.vscrts .hat ei.a.i..,* nf the PaJesdnian Talmud 
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must be undent! HKi in similar vein, i.e., as stating tlut filling the entire 
space with ink is nut "writing." Thus, according to 7Jwi/i>f, failure to leave 
empty space because the design of the letter has been rilled with ink in its 
entirety is tantamount to "spilling" ink rather than to writing. Rabbi Gross, 
however, understands Tosafofs comment as reflecting the notion explicitly 
formulated by Tosafot ha-Rosh. 
5. In support of the silk screen method, the anonymous author of Ha-Emct 
ve -ha -Shalom Ahcvu cites an article by R. Samuel Kliezer Stern, a member 
of Rabbi Samuel ha- Levi Woszner's bet din, published in Kavtz Ez Hayyim, 
with regard to the suitability of a writing implement which, as described, 
seems to be a ball- tip pen. That implement is described as a plastic pen 
"from which, when placed on the parchment, the ink flows of itself wiuV 
out need to apply pressure to ihc pen." Rabbi Stern's concern is ihat the 
ink might Ik considered 10 Ik- "spilled" on ihc parchment, l ie readily dis- 
tinguishes between use of such an implement and the "spilling" referred to 
by the Palestinian Talmud. The "spilling" disqualified by the Palestinian 
Talmud involves casting ink which would not at all form letters if not for 
the stencil that prevents rhc ink from covering the entire page "whereas in 
this case the pen is in the |rhc scribe's | hand throughout the writing; even 
though the ink emerges of itself from the hollow of the pen, nevertheless, 
(the scribe] pushes and pulls it over every letter. . . In point of fact, it is 
probably the case that some minimal pressure is necessary to write even " 
with such an implement since otherwise ink would constantly dribble from 
the pen unless the ball rip completely' fills the opening and prevents leakage 
so long as it is not moved. More significantly, there is no evidence that 
"writing" must be the result of actual pressure brought to bear upon the 
writing implement. In any event, the nature of the act of writing carried 
out with a ball -tip pen that requires a hand to guide the ink in the forma- 
tion of each letter individually is far different from tlut which results from 
use of a squeegee to push already spilled ink. 
6. R. David Friedman of Karlin, Tcs/mvot SJje'ilat David, I, no. 7, sec. 2, pub- 
lished in idem, Piskci Halnkhoi, vol. I, rejects the use of a printing press for 
such purposes because of this comment of the Palestinian Talmud. Karlier 
scholars, including R. Moses of Provencal, Tesimvot li. Mosinh Provencal, no. 
73, ruled that a printing press may not Ik- used because the metal letters may 
cause ^etching" or "engraving" {hakibah) by means uf indentation of the 
parchment. Sec also Tcshuvot Malmrashdnm, Torch Dc'tth, no. 1N4. It was 
feared that tin: printing press would cause d cprcssi< ms in the writing surface 
in the form of letters. It is because of that consideration that a metal pen is 
not utilized for such purposes (see Re ma, liven bn-Ezer 125:4) and ii is for 
that reason that Rcma, Torch Dc'ah 271, prefers use of a reed rather than a 
quill. However, Taz, Torch Dc'ah 271.8, and others express astonishment to 
the raising of that objection on the grounds that: I) "engraving" is a recog- 
nized form of "writing" (although Torah scrolls etc. require inked letters) ; 
and 2) assuming that the letters are indeed impressed upon the writing sur- 
face by the printing press and that those letters do not constitute writing, 
nevertheless, filling those depressions with ink would constitute a valid form 
of writing no less so than if the ink is applied to a smooth surface. If so, 
argues Ta&, pressing inked letters upon paper or parchment should be 
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regarded as j proper torn, of writing, "for what ditlcrence is there whether 
he presses .he pen agamst the paper or .he paper agai.ut the letters of lead." 
<-t however, R. Abraham I. Kook, Dane Koljcn. no, 160, who maintain 
that wnong must be in the nature of «,naMhi,n tte-shcvetsofcrl^wTg 

cede riut'^;;' " ""'T U 1 »« '<" ™><>> would preLnabJyTn* 

ede rlu dramnjj w„h the staff- ,„ m „ t „ | v laJ[cn , itcrj] , ^ ^ n 

us mdeed a recogn,/ed form of writing. The dirterence then must be in pre- 
usely the concept negated by 7nc, i.e., between pressing the inked lenen 
oK,!;T r /; U / Prt 7 n8 Metiers*! Because of tha" 

highly improbable thes.s that the authorities who forbade use of such a 
i "n^ui'^II 1 V , ." %,i, V , , c,t . :, li ,i,n !\" , " ,, «^»»i;" «M - <»nly if the indenta- 
>Z, 7 t M ( \ W ,' ,h "] k " * ' - hmVlVtr - "'"'"<"»' Emft. Torch 

L ? ah a'L / "r 1 C " A T Mv " (:hai U/kl ' UziH Torch 

De ah Ainhnd nrn hnyana, no. 78, sec. 2 who rebut thai suggestion. 

W VA» n f °' t nMUK ° f Chc " l, i«««n in a novel manner, 
Mr tint fW cypresses the view dut transfer of ink from the letter of a 
press to a wnnng surface simply hv allying pressure, since it involves nu 
hand mooon, ,s ian..nnoun. to "spilling." «T. ,| lt . com.nent of Da'at 
Kahrn ^.ted .» .he prcuons paragraph.) He compares the process to form- 

Zfc'ill) n ' T U * T™** " Uf " ,tf " J " adli,, » ir tu thc Percent. 

^!"X^ r * pr,KClW ;,s imjiid ^ k * 

Alternatively, suggests She'r/„r Hand, the printing press may make 
depresstons m the parchment in .he torn, of letters. Although "engravTng' 
«J .ndced a lulakhiealiy acceptable form of "writing," ncverthelesV"he 
^P"s -ade by the printing pre. are like.y t „ te minim^n^ 

„«.' ,ltf T , " K S " n *" ,ki to ,ts original smooth state; 

out, .sin h engraved ' letters would not institute "writing" because 
the> Uk durahdny and permanence. The ink transferred to the paper or 
parchment he asserts, would not itself constitute "writing" under such 
condnums Ixrcause it is thrown" or "spilled" into the previously firmed 
depressions. shc>t!at Datnd furrher observes that, assuming that the 
depressed letters are mdeed of a nature that constitutes a valid form of 
vnnng, th a. wru.ng beomes invalid in the printing process: The ink cast 
t t e engraved letters consti.utes , "wnting" M.,Kriinp.»al u^n the 
7 " pinin7u.| ' 7 l-cd "wriring," because it is in the* nature 

.1 a s P Img ul ,ch .s an mvahd tnrm of writing, serves to negate the 
..ngmal 'uj...n f . hus i, is Kva-.se „f ,he fact tha. the printing P re« 
nuy cause hnhtnh tha, the transferred ink is rendered an invalid form of 
wnt.ng because it .s "spilled" i„tn .hose depressions 

Al«,, contrary to 7« 5 . f«/ PasJn.t 125:1 S, and others, Shr'tlai David 
asserts that the manner of writing'" requires that ink be brought to bear 
upon the wnt.ng surface to the exclusion of a process tha, cau.4 uSe writ' 
mg surface to come int.. contact with the ink. Accordingly, Stx'itat David 
■suggests that, rather that, force the type agains, the pa pS r a printing P re„ 
may force , he pa,>cr against the type. Hence, if that indeed is thc manne" 

n" ^tn^T" " ,,n * Pr<KC " " ^ " Ht - thc » m « tt is w " " in >™ 
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For this writer's understanding of the concern expressed by Taz and 
R. Moshc Provencal sec infra, note 13. 
7. 5r«W £"« 125:10 observes that the Babylonum 

Talmud, Oittin 20a. cites the exclusion "but not gouge <«-/* A* -M*'*) 
but omits the exclusion -but not drip" and expresses doubt with regard to 
whether there is a controversy between those sources. Arnkb t>« ™» U >« n 
concludes that a^rf written in the form ot "dripping is oi doubtful jahdi- 
ry Other authorities, e.g., R. J« K ph Saul Nathansun V*W 
Mahadura Kamma, III, no. 102, assume as a matter of course that the 
rule formulated by the Palestinian Talmud is not a matter of controversy. 
8 Uri Dasberg, Tcbumin, XVI (5756), 405f M suggests that the controversy 
recorded in ihe Palestinian Talmud is limited to drops of mk that tall or art 
caused to (all ..mo .he writing MirCwc |h.m a distance In.i ,mt msm..mons m 
which drops of ink are placed on ihe writing surface by a ^nk and .hen 
conneaed by him. A similar suggestion is made by Rabbi Abadi. '^"^ 
Those writers fail to note that an identical interpretation ot the 1 alcstinian 
Talmud was earlier advanced by Testmwt Slx'iiat JXiwrf, 1, no.7, sec.l. It is, 
however, difficult to read that interpretation into the comments ot Ramban 
Rabbenu ,Crcscas or Me'iri. It is certainly evident that Prx Hndasb and 
Tcdmvot ShoW uMesbi^ Mahadura Kamma. Ill, no. 1 02 E re ject any such 
distinction. The assertion by R. Samuel Shapiro, Tehumtn, XVI, p. 406 note 
7 that the statement of the Palestinian Talmud is not cited by any rabbinic 
decisor is simply incorrect unless he means that it is not cited in any ol the 
halakhic precis or compendia devoted to the laws governing the writing of 
Torah scrolls. tejWin and mczuzot. Such omission, however, is not at all evi- 
dence of rejection. The statement of the Palestinian Talmud is cued by 
Rashba Uittin 20a; Trshuvot ha Ras/tha ha-Meyuhasot ir-ba-Ramban, no. 

222; PH Hadast, t Even ha-Ezer 1 25:4; and Oct Pasbitt i 26:3. 

9 It is for these reasons, i.e., because the method involves "spilling <*r drip- 
ping," that the silk screen process is less acceptable than a lithograph or 
printing process. <X, however, Mchkhrt Stnmnyiw. lUuah 6:12 and Krset 
ha-Sofer, Lishkat ba-SoJir 28:2, who regard the printing process as also 
constituting a form of "dripping." On the other hand, quite apart Irorn 
Rabbi Abadi's peremptory dismissal of Rabbi Kook s view, thd,, sec 4, the 
objection to use of printing methods raised by Da 'at Kohtn, no. 160, „«., 
that writing must be in the nature of 'mubkhim ftr ^« »/^w>"g 
with the staff of a scribe" (Judges 5:14) docs not seem to be »PP'"»W e ««> 
the silk screen process which employs a squeegee. See also K. /Yt>ranam 
David of Buczacz. Da'at Kcd»sf,im < U-mberg, 5656), in his comments on 
Bnci Tonab, 271:6, sec. 9. u . 

Although perhaps surprising to present-day students o Halaknan 
there were noted authorities who regarded the early, manually operated 
printing press to be acceptable for the production of sacred artifacts pro- 
vided, of course; that an acceptable type of ink is used and that the text is 
printed on parchment rather than on paper. The earliest authorities to 
address the status of boots produced by means of a printing press were 
Italian authorities. R. Mcnachcm Azaryah of Fano, rtsbuvot Rcma mi- 
Pan* no 93 and R. Moses Provencal, TettmMt R. Mosheh ProveneaU I, 
no 73 Those responsa were written during the early days ot the printing 



press when Italy was the major center of Hebrew printing and address the 
issue of whether printed volumes are endowed with the sanctity of Holy 
Writ. | For later discussions of that issue sec R. Daniel Trani, Ikkarci ha- 
Dat, (hah Hayyim, no. 8, sec. 12; AJ'tkei Me/jinim 32:43, sec. 36 (intro- 
duction); R. Isaac Klchanan Spektor, Ttshuiot Em Tizhak, nos. 5-7; R. 
Naphtali Zcvi Judah licrlin, Tfsltnwn Meshiv Davar, II, no. 80; R. David 
Zevi Hoffmann, Ttsbtivot Meiamed tc Ha'i/, Torch Dt'ab, no. 89; fagcrot 
Moshe/j, Or ah Hayyim^ IV, no. 40, sec. 10; and Sedei Hemcd, Pt'at ba- 
Sadeh, Kfltalim, ma atrkbrt bakaj) klal 1 2 | Kcma mi-Pattu and R. Moses 
Provencal disagreed with regard t<* iIijn matter. Rrma mi- Ainu, as under- 
stood by most authorities, regarded ihe printing process to be comparable 
to writing while R. Moses Provencal deemed the process to be an unac- 
ceptable tomi ot "g.mging" or whittling. Maften Avrnham 32:57; Get 
Pnshttl US: I 5; M, t 'n>ft lUtiynmin. no. 9' J; and I'ri Ha dash, i\WH hn-Ksrr 
125:4, are among ihc auihoriik-v who ascribe a negative position with 
regard to use of a priming press tor such purposes to Teshupot Rcma mi- 
Pan «, no 93. CI,, however. Teshuvot Zera Emeu Torch Dr'ab, no. 117 and 
R. Hen- fton Meir Chai Uziel, Afirhpetei Uzi'el. Torch Oe l ah x Mahadura 
Tinyatta, no. 78, sec. 2 and idrm. y Piskei Uzi'ef, no. 31. 

TesJjmtn Ma'aset Arum mm, m>. V9, .iml Malta raz Hayeu Tama 38a, arc 
cited by Rabbi Ciravs as sanctitming use of a printing process. That is also the 
position of 7ns, (h.th Hayyim 2H4:2 and Torch Dc'ah 271:8; Bet Shmu'et, 
Even ha Eur 125:3; Eliyahu Rabttnh, ihah Hayyim 284: 1 ; Bt'er Htttev, Torch 
De'ah 271:8; and R. Is&ichor Her Katz whose view is expressed in a respon- 
sum appended to Likkutei In- Pat do tk-Rnshi ( Amsterdam, 5475) p. 25. 

R. Vom Tov i.ippman Heller, renowned as the author of 'liaafit Tom 
low in bis comments on Rodi, HiiMtat Tefiltin 8:23, unequivocally endorses 
use of the priming press "tor every nutter that requires writing." Majtn 
Avraham 32:57, ;*n well .\s 284 .S, is in basic agreement with the opinion of 
the authorities who endorse ihe use of a printing press. Nevertheless, 
despite his refusal to disqualify the printing process as a valid form of 
"writing," Mnjten Armham discourage* use ol',» printing prc« lV>r produc- 
tion of Torah scrolls. Ma^e n Avra!tnm % however, rules printed tcfUlin and 
mezazot to be invalid because the letters of the latter must be written in 
consecutive order. Mafien Avraham asserts that it is impossible to assure 
that such will Ik the case if a priming process is employed because not all 
portions of the paper come into simultaneous contact with the met a] tet- 
ters. Sec also R. (>v.idiah Vosef, Telmvch />a W, VI, no. 59. The identical 
position is advanced by R. Klea/ar Heckles, Te&uvah me-AbttPab, III, no. 
391. who astonishingly remarks that "no decisor ever noticed" the point. 

In apparent disagreement with Maj\tn Avraham, faflerot Moihth, Or ah 
Hayyim, IV, no. -40, sec. 10, asserts that simultaneous transcription, e.g., 
by means of photography, does not satisfy the requirement of consecutive - 
ncss. Da at Ktthrn. no. 160, expresses doubt with regard to this matter 
insofar as the validity <>f tcfillin and mrzttzot is concerned. Sec, however, 
AJ'tkei Meflinim 32:43, Bi'ttrim, sec. 35 (3), cited infra , note 20, who 
asseris that even Maaen Abraham would accept simultaneous transcription 
as satisfying the requirement *i>r consecutive writing. 

A permissive view with regard to the inherent validity of the printing 
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process is alio adopted by Pri Hadasit, Evtn ha~Ezer 125:4 |Cf., however, 
Pri Hadash, Orah Hayyim 691:6, as noted by Matteh Tchudah, Orah 
Hayyim 691:6 and Scdei Htmed, N, maarrkhet ha-daltd, sec. 48. Tclmveb 
Da at, VI, no. 57, regards Pri ilndnJts acceptance i»f priming pn h."cv->cn as 
limited to the drafting ui'ijftt. |; 'icshuvot Panim Me'irot % I, no. 6; Tcsimvot 
Bt'crSheva, no. 43; R. Jacob Hindcn, Mor u-Ktzi'ah 32; trfrm. Mifidal Ofe, 
/■>(-« 2:30; Knesset Tehezbei no. 37; Km> /V'a/iw, II, Orah Hayyim, 

no. 24; ha-Stmlhan, Orah Hartim 691:1; Mahazit ha -Shekel Orah 

Hayyim 490:9 and 559:1; ^r«W* baShnlban, Torch De'ah 271:39 and 
/fwn ha-Ezer 125:37; /Mam hn-Dat, Hitbhot Sefer Tarab 31:5; /'rrd/f /m- 
Dcvir, i, 32:10, H, Kunmt Stxnnyim Tesbatem 32:39 .nut IV, 2X91; and R. 
Yitzchak PaJaggi, Tafcb Ic-Uv, I, (hub Hayyim 32:7 and III, Torch Dealt 
271:2. Tafch UTx\\ however, rules th.it n>v of a printing prc^ is valid onlv 
/>«jr factum. See also Pahad TizJmb, II, w. 

As noted by /tr/uMf ha-Sbulhan, Toreh Deah 271:39 and ha-Hztr 
125:37, as well as by Tehaveh Da at, VI, no. 57, those authorities permit 
only use of a manual flat- bed press opera led by a Jew. The additional prob- 
lems presented by use of a rotary press powered by electricity in which 
there is no manual impression of inked letters upon the printed page could 
not have been. addressed by the many scholars who considered the matter 
before the advent of electricity. Sec also Da 'at K alien, no. 1 6(1. 

(It seems to this writer that the many authorities, including Mafien 
Avraham, Orah Hayyim 2X4:8 and Taz, Orah Hayyim 284:3, who sanc- 
tion use of a printed text lor the reading of the haftarah permit only the 
use of a text printed on a flat bed press manually operated by a Jew. Since 
these authorities sanction use of a printed text only because they recognize 
printing as a form of "writing," it would follow that any form nf priming 
that does not involve a direct human act as the proximate cause of the pro- 
duction of the printed text is in the nature of * qrrawa, i.e., an indirect 
cause, and is accordingly disqualified because it is not an act of writing 
directly performed by a human being, j 

R. Zevi Hirsch Chajcs, in his glosses to Toma 38a, nukes the astonish- 
ing claim that at least a rudimentary type of printing was known ami used 
during the tana'itic period. The Mishnah, Tama 38a, reports that a certain 
Ren fCamzar was severely censured by the Sages because he was adroit in exe- 
cuting a certain method of writing but refused to impart it to others. The 
Gemara, Toma 38b. amplifies that report in stating that Hen Kanizar was 
able to seize four reeds between his fingers and write (Uir different letters 
simultaneously. Kashi explains that this procedure represents the optimal 
method of priming the Divine Name. [R. Abraham ben Mordecai ha lx-vi, 
7 (sh uvot Cinat Vc radim, Orah Hayyi m , bin ! 2 , n o . 1 0 1 s . v. n ha r ka 
explains thar simultaneous writing of the lour letters of the Divine Name 
constitutes symbolic affirmation of the unitary nature of the Deity.) 
Maharat/. OujcN questions the plausibility of a literal reading of thai account 
and explains that the reference must he to four letters each cast in the form 
of a separate press or stamp that could Ik held between the fingers and 
wielded simultaneously in order to form four printed letters. The point is 
reiterated by Rabbi Chajcs in his Teshupot Maharaz Haws, no. II. In that 
responsum, Maharat/, Chajes notes that an empty space of the width of a let- 
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tcr in the middle of a word o-n,* * . . 

<:iuKx the -real.,- held IkiJ- ' ; ,• A ""» l "'H)v. argues Mahanu 
<-M<> |v.im fa .veil uke, 7 T„ '"T Al,h, "* n M,h,rL 

R.,l»l,i Ahodi. Or n-M ' / ' •" , 'l?' rC resu, >»"' 

™,,>l„ >v .l i„ ,,„„!„..,;„„„, , r , "" r ,l ,, ' JI l>'»".'.K .n«- „,„ he 
■)<k. 16, 109 J is. . %■• < h «l>H«r?»»M\; Tabum, //„„„, r( , Vr 

H-m-» ^ i*"* «f«- S^* 

/V.*2M:l; ■l>Z^^,^ , mt^^ n L M }^ «< W 
ISa; 7n/„„.„, ^z,,/,,,,.,,,,, , W(> o™;! /} w, """ »"«* m> "'-P- 
^rr. W/ 271 y ywi't ;/''' •"'"- !"•• ft; * 

■Vtfr. /„W,„ 41.^28 i " t " rtt " "J-*" 3«:45: to/*.*- 
/>••". II. 7n .„ul III 2Xr 7>1, », »i f/ mV "" 7:59: ft"***- 

7W«, W ^/j,,,, /,„ .„„.„,, """; '• » ' 2 ' *"« H«™, no. 2«|, p . 6 ., b . 
W />, „*. ,„, 21 , 4 /I "- IV; <W. Ill, 

*-.« /w„, sl , 6 s« ;i„,S U 'l!"'"- v h n,v 57; jnd ««« 

..rincing pr,K.,' ,or ,h« pJ^^ ^ n t ^l y"^' "* °"' ,he 

I, „„• ' 26 , r,l!t Z'''?'"- " ■ no 357 : Ttshunt 

21. «c. 4; Wi^'ifci/ VI ' ^7 ,W i' V ; no! 
IV. ..... 40. . w . 10 Sec'als/, "/'^ , « h*™ MoM, Orah Hayyim, 

no. 2 1 , mx 4 ' ''*'""'"' ■***» « <W, IV, KirtA 

«»<■< n,„„/ A Kiznr Arttkb „.. 17 „ ',, '. / ': ( ' ' ,he P«"rion of 
IS..ci,c.l »,yr„.„. llc 12. • 2?K |V - b " ul Arukh no. 271, p. 

I 1 • t - f -ft-f-f SJfWti V/, A'jvii hn-V-tr \ > ^ J ^ . I w i 
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12. Cf , Piskei Uzi'el, nu. 31, who distinguishes between Sabbath strictures and 
"writing" for other purposes of Halaklvah. Piskei Uzi'el regards photograph- 
tng a printed text as a capital transgression despite the fact that many letters 
arc reproduced simultaneously. The prohibition, he contends, is in the care- 
gory o( "rosf)em" a derivative {totadab) of "writing" raiher than writing 
proper. Such a distinction was actually formulated much earlier by Rokeah, 
no. 280. [R. Shalom Mordccai Sehwadron, Teshuvot Maharsham, III, no. 
357, inaccurately cites Rokcah as ruling that utilization of a printing press 
docs not constitute writing. In point of fact, K. Elicxer uf Worms, who died 
in 1238, more than rwo hundred years prior to the invention of the print- 
ing press, employed the term "defut* in describing a stamp that creates an 
imprint by forcing the pliable material upon which the imprint is to be 
made to enter depressions hollowed in the stamp. As a result, a picture or 
design is created in relief- Such a procedure is tantamount to "gouging" 
that causes "writing" to appear in relief and hence docs not constitute 
"writing" for purposes of drafting Ajjet. Nevertheless, Rokcah declares that, 
insofar as Tom Tov strictures are concerned, use of such a stamp is prohibit- 
ed cither as "writing,'* as creating a picture or as "rushem"} The printing 
process, since it involves "printing the entire page simultaneously with one- 
action, " is regarded by Piskei Uzi'clis "nor in the manner of writ in g.'* <"/., 
Bnci Tonah, no. 271, Pilpul Aritkh, p.lSa, cited supm y note 10, who cate- 
gorizes the process as entirely outside the parameters of writing, Bnci Tonah 
asserts that the expression "but not gouge" is paradigmatic in nature and 
serves to exclude "all things thai are not called 'writing."* With regard to 
printing, Bnei Tonal) remarks, "And it is dear that this is not called writ- 
ing." The selfsame observation is certainly applicable to the silk screen 
process. See also idem, Kizur Arttkh, no. 271, p. 2b. 

Bnei Tonah, Pilpul Arukh, no. 271, p. 15a, also cites Sod ha-Zimzum, 
authored by An, in asserting that for kabbalistic reasons " Hie beginning of 
the letters must be dots.** Obviously, the printing process does not form 
letters in that manner. Sec also ibid., p. 14a, where Bnei Tonah asserts that 
"each letter must be formed with its intent {kavvanato) and its form, but a 
general intent for the entire sheet is of no avail.** 

13. It should be noted that many of the authorities who ruled use of a printing 
press to be impermissible, including the first to do so, R. Moses Provencal, 
Teshuvot R. Moshch Provencal, no. 73, prohibited its use because they 
regarded the printing process to be an illicit form of "engraving {hok 
tokhot)* Prohibition of the use of a printing press on those grounds is 
astonishing since ordinary engraving is indeed deemed to be "writing." 
Only whittling, i.e., chiseling away the external area .mi that the remaining 
material assumes the form of a letter, i% disqualified. It seems to this writer 
that those scholars did not intend to depict printing as "engraving** or 
"whitding** in a literal sense but were alluding to the underlying reason 
that renders whittling unacceptable, vtz. y because it involves an act external 
to the letter rather than an act intrinsic to the letter itself. That deficiency, 
they maintain, is also present in the printing process. Indeed, a careful 
reading of the reasoning of R. Moses of Provencal reveals that he terms the 
printing process hok toklwx because **no act is performed upon the letters 
themselves." This also appears to be how the comments of R. Moses 
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ment might well Ik understood as .simply expressive off he rationale under- 
lying what is fundamentally a Mosaic rule but leaving intact the statutory 
requirement with regard to Torah .scrolls as a rule that docs not admit of 
exceptions . However, Kashba, in his commentary a/i locum^ queries why a 
person who is thoroughly familiar with the entire Tor ah must copy from an 
existing scroll since such an individual is as familiar with the entire Torah as 
others arc with the content of tefillin and mezuzot. Kashha responds with 
the statement that all persons who write tefillin and mezuzot are familiar 
with their contents and consequently there is no need for a decree requir- 
ing use of a masrer text. However, not every scribe is proficient in the 
entire Torah and therefore "we decree" that even the most knowledgeable 
individuals shall not write from memory lest others less proficient than 
they do so as well. Rash ha clearly regarded the regulations requiring copy- 
ing to he rabbinic in nature and designed simply I » • prevent scribal crnir. 
Meiri, ad locum, also comments that the rule is designed to prevem error 
and adds the comment thai "even the most perfect" may err. 

On the other hand, Or Zartta, I, tlilkhot Tefillin, no. 548, ap|varx ro 
be of the opinion that the requirement is based upon an entirely different 
consideration and is Mosaic in origin. t)r Zeru'a explains that tefillin and 
mezuzot need not be copied from existing tents I or the same reason that 
recitation of biblical sections thai are commonly committed to memory is 
not a violation of the Mosaic rule that the Written I .aw may not be recited 
from memory. Thus, for OrZaru'a^ writing tefillin and mezuzot from mem- 
ory is an exception to the rule against reciting the Wrirten I^aw without 
benefit of a text. In positing such an exception, Or Zarn*a t in effect, 
extends the ambit of the general prohibition. ()r Zaru'n apparently main- 
tains that the Mosaic rule declaring that the Written 1 may not be recited 
from memory but only read from a printed text also demands that no por 
lion of the Written I .aw may be committed to writing other than by way of 
copying from an existing lext. According to Or Zaru'a'* analysis, that stric- 
ture would serve to prevent utilization of printing or silk screen methods 
unless it is maintained that the stencil or printing press is itself "a writing" 
and that, in effect, it is the written document thai is reproducing itself. 
Rabbi Abadi, Or Yizfmk, no. 53, see. 7, however, inexplicably dismisses the 
problem with the cryptic comment that, even according to Or 2nr» Vt, "it is 
simple (ptfhita) that there is no such deficiency." The anonymous .uithor of 
Ha -Erne t ve-ha&mkm adds the puzzling observation "for he writes from 
the written* i.e., from the stencil. That comment seems to ignore the fact 
that vocalization is ordinarily required even though the scribe is copying 
from an existing scroll. Thus, according the stencil the status of a written 
document does not eliminate the requirement (<>r vocalization. 
It is indeed the case that SltuUtan Arukb, Torch Ihr'ab 27V: I, rules that an 
invalid Torah scroll may not be retained for longer then thirty days. As evi- 
dent from the comment of Tnz y Torch l)e'ab 28 1:1, that ruling is predicat- 
ed upon the fear that, since it is not immediately evident that the scroll is 
invalid, retention might lead io inadvertent use of the scroll for public 
reading. That consideration is not applicable to printed scrolls thai cannot 
be mistakenly regarded as valid. Similarly, that consideration would not 
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p npN t?Y/ p>t?o N^ini? on .wmn p n ypw 

.□ny^yan 

Npn n\yyn nn>nonvy p>yn onh -mi? \y> .'n 
niNi niN i?o omo^ \>i w onh .a .Din^ipo 
.nrprm piun \y> m piNi dnh .a .7inta 
no .'T .nmwna p?ntno ,o*>w\ nno!? 7ion>v 
P"n DKm ,01371 ni!?no in nun ido onion p7 

HOD \y"Tpt> *1WDN DNH .'n .Nt? IK ^HV pP7 

.tnn t?\y niavy o>vy7pna v>y\y pi jrw nia\y 
\y> dnh .'x .ovyn nvniM p7uo pnn dnh .0 
niot>n noon -pis pN m >"y\y nan piun hpn 
\y> ond .'n .ivyona O70)\y ino ,0"^ 
,onu noion nun£i oyann m >"y\y p*iun 
"iT)n t)vk nt i>3va \y> ONni .'o .nimnn mooi 

,Npn uiQ^ipa mpno pi \y> onh pin mm .'N 
\y>\y n">i :ino Vx '>yo N"y*i '>u] N»n7n mn 
P"o >D*no) n*i)n Ntn mp !?\y ui^ipn nmol? 
pn m>n oi\ya myo7 ,rtmn iron nnoi .(pun7 
ono pi .p p^nn pmy cmrinNn innoi ,mom 
.p panu pN7 voyn nno\y [y» p"u] i"\yn 0") 

[n»y >o <p] nnynn ?an^ \»x ovy N'n^n iwdh 
mp not /101 mpo in otn nh> otnyt> 

p^on nun *idu in nmo!? oio!?ip mo>n tnvrt? 
ni\yyt> no mp [i»v '9 tt] nnvyn pi .nmtoi 
nnmon nvn pmy inuo m !?oo nn .ominp 
,in nmot? o^>nvy mp now k^n ,oio^ipn 
01 hnii .nn>non pio p^un nn pmy >N7ini 
nno\y ,[n ; 0 '>yo wyi °o] ptnvyn iiivn 
Nin ri"D m>no inod on£)io nouanw 

pnnNi [N"V o ^i] ponn n^ido hkii 

,mt nrio 0^11 n^?n vpiw lino n>n :onn 
np>o Nt? moin pni] p nioin nnt >m>i nhi 
n^i 0^117 ant n3>iD :'Q)n d^ijiqi .[nn>no 
.nio>i> Non moin onn i^nt ,nnt n^no 
pi n>nw ,niDn^ Non i^^ni n»in 



^N*i\y>o w^n nwv m^Q :>'n unon uno 
ido pjiun 1^7 mnn tPDNi nun nou it? nmot? 

.o»y f it?wa oinot? niifn mm 

piNi F n^noi min idu nrnD inn : nt?N\y 
piD niooiivyni nnwo ^p r»ivn> D>npit7\y 
n!?2U ova pmnn on> t?v o>o>\yai ,no!?nDi 
mro iwn jP^ou^o nvn^ nm m)un N^nw 
,nm\yoi nw onon n ;; uavy po^vy n^o n>^v 
nvniNn nniii not?nn ^on^i ^on pnpin 
it?N rivniNi f npipnn nmn my 'wyN D>ninni 
vy> niNi niN ^oai ^t?o mvpiw dj>ni mo!7U p>N 

□>2npi D>D1D^1 D>p7 D>ap) D>2p) nn 

ri"c ^ni in piii loion Nm ,>3\y!? thn tino 
uriiJi ,oyo pau Nin\y n^n no^noi dtd nwy^n 
k^w t»on p>ou!?D>3 nvn>n pn> isi 
piv ano) Mt? invm nyvyn f >')r\ D>npini nnon 
pno 'ppo n>3o>n iDion npii? D"nNi .di^d 
dw^ piom ,\y>D>i ptn p^vv^sm nwyn n^o 
^wn^pn nn !?dd mown \y7p01 min idd nwnp 
,t7»3P p^oo^on ny>^> ^ ^kow^ pn>a nuym 
,^pn ny>v> p>out?on *tq^) imayn ny\yni 
iDiun n\yyn ^;^n o>npm 717 inn niyi 
^0 nniD 701 ^pn ivnoi Dup^n *pn ipnnw 
nnm^o niNi niN to ,mm "ioun Tioyn miK 
pN D^oioii o ;; o D'opjnvy ni>ni .nnnnni 
-1007 ,nD>>\y niNi? nnnnn!? no ovyonnt? inn 
.mvo niN smw2 \yoa Nin oup^nn inN>^>o 
nN nuynn noiun n\yyn ^ ?/ y Tioyn nt mmoi 
wpv nyo 1111 noa ninoa nnyyo ,^"jn t?pon 

.>on iny^t? nvy DKn .mo\yn nN 

ni^KWi ni*vpn noo my!? \y> nt 7070 : noi\yn 
p^7 >nn ,nw 7tya >^">nn nu .nnNt7 nnN io-)0)i 
,n> nnno n^pn Nsn n^w n^inn pn no^a 
.pN ^pi^m noNn >37K ^y oniioo na7 t?o vmi 
nvn ,"n^ n n ^ l^Nnt? novynao rtyi 
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o>o\y jiid!?o) oynnj yrinn oipnn inn oyntn 
na: mnin^ nu w nniimy pnn .nmpm 
\yrpri)\y nu n^vonvy 0"P 'Oinn nnn pi ^nvy 
ovy m>n Y'^non nm y»yi .nnN nnn own 

.['i niNn ^nt? Nnn] Nam 

piNnw [o»* »o] ywn riN\yo n"iwn o) oyi 
ndq>n nniTNi : nnm ,n>Nin in nmini 
nd>n nn nvyiipi ni>n> rt>yni Ninnon 
niNi niN m inN nu nninno nnN nnn nnmn 
^n mn^? yir> n>n ntw inNoi ,'im insy ^n 
n>ii> n^?vo^ t> nwn> nnN nnn ovy nvniN 
mv nm nvyiipi no nn vy>vy poo >t?m ,m>n>i 
.\y"»y ,m inN m vnvniN innznw o\ynn 

'>o Y?N*j>mis n\yn m n»i\yn N>m!? nnn pi 

1» 1>N n ,yi1N t>O10 m y>N\y >nii :t?' ; n ,v ; v 

niN inN niN ^axioj vn>\y onp noon n»innn 
nnN oyon nwy)n nnnn aw ,nn*>n inN nn>ni 
pio won ,ihd Nip3 n:m oni oya on 
nan lynpi Dnmn o*n o\yi dnvu [n»v o <iU a 
,ivm o> Nin nn o*n m ppm nPn in oon nnN 
.y>*2 o>\yiy v>n *p\y y>w>x2 N>aion o\y 'nn >'ny 

mn .nn>nn Nip) m piNn ONn imni .a 
nnn f [n"y n"> qi] <'> On a pis 'o^nu 
Nt? ana ,<y>on n!? nnm ,ppn Ni? nnm :>n 
nnn :>n!?\yii>n iNnoi .nzn ppm n!? nnn ,7£>i\yn 
ion in n^no mi o^\y m yn> m ^oon Nt> 
nN ni>y P>dn ion mini nmp^n nN m>y n!w 
Nn m n»n n ion ,iDiwn n!? nnn .nmp^n 
Nn^wo no iin^o in mi t yyv v^iv Nn3HQ >3n 

ini v^ >Q ,nnnnt? in^ DQ 3rD 

ot?ip Nini ^oy in i>nvi> in i>o\y nnnn ^npni 

.D"y ,nnnn oipn 

f [ii2ipn niyn pipn Nin pi] n\yn >)on iN>ni 
mipm D f, nH i\yn N^\y ,nnip)n nN nTy N!?\y 
,^iooi Nin no) niN inn ni\yy!?i piy^ nnpj^ 
m>y '>o*n idn nnm .iwd n ,; nN pi^y on ^nN 
it?>DN noi niN npn^? vm pi^i ; nnip)n nN 



pnm inNn myn nvniNn i^i ,vv yyi 
.yy /idi >3\yn myo niv^nn pi in>niDi^ 
^>^n nni nr*r p>poo : 'n 'oyn Nmun iwnnm 
o\yiin nDo ,>ndo n»m >"\yi widoi ^ndo 
pnii nu!?in nn^nw i* miNn 

.>ni>o no!?in N>ni >NinNa 

tin ivyy>i ['^ O"!? nio\y] Nipn mnn noni 
>mn£) nnDo vt?y mnn>i lino nn^ wipn m 
,Nn>niNio nnD in p>yn\y nn . ; n^? wip onin 
,uio!?ip N!?\y '>dn nnn npn i>D\y N"inm 
On \yipnn Ono u"D] cam '>yi .vwo nx mn 
o\y ; >yi ,v>in nvyyo i^n o\y TONini [ai 'N 
on pi ,onpt>na nN iN>nvy oipup >"innn 
win noni [i' ; o niN] n"np '>o po>i nmt?nn oiwd 
nio>\yn ^ D'oy .[ ; i p ;, o n'op ; >o] ityn pN 
npo i^ovy nmn oon nvniNn np>m onnonni 
iN\y >j>i!? o> moi? V"^ .Nn^niNiQ nn>nn 
nu piw nyij .\>vm Nmon iNinon mn>na 

,[*y niNn pp^ 

.iin^n niNi niN ^ nmnt? 7>i^ ONn ymm .a 
nwnoo nio) Nini ; d^d^ in^ 13>n n^ invmn 
nsi Nt? i^ap p pm un ,[n ;, yi n'O ^i] noiu 
t>oi) n^nvy i>^y iion ^n'nnn n\yyo ^y io^ 
t?\y nn>n nn>n oni vniyn^N vn voiQt?ip nyniN 
o\y ^>y!?i .nnN nnn nnnm n>n nvniN yniN 
nvyyo !?y n ;; m >^vyi \yi>D [N"y n"l? qi] n)wnn 
o\y nmni pniynsN an \wch\p n iwip ,nn:>n 
nn^nnn ovy ^ nn o"y jnNn nvniN yniN p 
.o>)i\yNin ^ iwi^ pi f p m\yy^ n\y own 

n^i Nt?vy n; !?y >N3>^ mn\y N^iion ovy nNii 
nmo .id^!? N^?vy nwi no : it? iiqni ,iq^? 
nN nmn^ >m ,im mo nyi^? o^nnn i\ypn\y 
on>\yn i">\y wnnni .[pn^ini] inninn Dvyn 
in^d ^ini :nmn [ ; n niN o pioo !?y a 'd] nm 
in^d Nt?\y i*Dp nn t?vyo ><in Dnnni^? nm\yn 
ipnvyi toW N^w on>Ni nn Dn^ iion ,nmvyn 
pinn ninin^ ivypnvy >i> t?yi ,nni\yn in^wn Nt?i 
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<l>on o\m ,p^rt? \yn n\ym .'q^ith jin 
i»ni p"u VDp 'O uiwo u^n \y»oi poo V^o 

1"HN <p>*\!0 °|N pt?l DIN 1N1J1 Nt> 

pi onui mn Nt> nwn °in o»» ,nmp3n 
irnn pind <i>ood >m i"Ni ,y^o V^v 
iNin miwNii mn Ni> ini htm moo smi ,niNn 
ipm n^? no nmpjn nynw noi pi ini 
mon nn ini ^in . v>y ini Nip) m>rft noonn 
tnoinpn nt>n miy>vy >»yi m>nw rmion irni 
-iNnm >'iy ^>via nm nm mi n\w 
yN onn> !?y on pi nip nmpj inoon 
.iwi mi iNin \y> Dnn> l?yvy to !?in ,mi iNin 

niNn t?i riN inun xmn on d* >n) n"n i"Ni 
inai .>o7 i>D\y i"> m9>sii jimpj nmpn ntni 
711 in inon pnn p dji ,121 imN Nin )T>i 
.diwdi ,ma>>ni niNn ^i dn i*v 711 o>apjn 

WNIVf pi>3 N!?N ,!?!?11 HU 7>1Nnt> ^ mn N^l 

,13m* mn >rt>\yimnn '>ni N>irt? n*i\y ^ 
^mN v*t>i ,piNn> 7m yN\y oip»3 >niiNn 7it> 
vynN yitnwn *jnyi "nv °vi] .mn p^ Nnpn 
'^\yiTn p!nn ^unw mi\y niN n"ip »d 

.[fpoon N^n mil \yi7\y noi 

,)ninn t>y >n!?\y wnn n\yni ^Ni\yn ni?N\y o*yn 
^ntwwn vyiDtn .ihn piNi i\y»^ nNi) mn 
mis oni yN\y nmpn unnvy \nvys o>no nmN 
,<!odoo Nin\y )W*m yvn vyim ,mN 

ionp mn ,nyn>i y:nj oin^ipn v N1 pmia 
nwiv on oi?iN ,ni>DD 711 ipnw >o!?\yii>n 
j^n>N n^pn niT^> om^ipi nnip) nnip) 

nnn d>n ,>D^\yn>n wn>£in n>n>w pN d»dv 
^di DNii n^i f niN ni^ \yoo in^ 
o^pm onpono riNiiv nnN mn n!?n ,nmp) 

no!7\y din ni^ 

put iv^N ^N^n i)>ni!? ir>Ni un^q nuiNi 
IDiNn onmw i>w3nt> ariD i\yN ,n^np nm 
Viivy o>3i\yNi inudi] ^7>t imna nam vidh 

1^3 ont? vvipo oinn> o^vip VN\y dhv ; o 



.wqd niNn nii2i nriD Nt? n^mnnvy p>D >dp 
[NDn* n!? n ,; 7u n ; 'v o qij i>o>n yamn °vi 
i^^ni :D»d ; ntn >Q^n>n nni Nnn\y inN\y 
VN nnip^n nN ai>v t>^nv Nin nn 111 r^oi 

.irom 

invw ^Ni ,ntn n^?i \>h hh piii d!?w 

!7 ; on nnip)i ipn q"d ,o>pi o>ip) 717 v*rn 
,im>i rmopi nioio^ dp ^ndiw nvn ,^\yrpi 
n!?i onpinn dtin^i i>o mNii hn nn>(V oni 
n^\yv 711 nNi\y >q i?i^ mnm ovyonni? 

d^n v^) >o!?\y wn pu v N nwvon m 
iiv '>vi] .niN>^on ion iv>n inoio\y ^ni 

.['> niN n"ip '>u vnvN in^wn *pivi 

dn DNin 111 mn inn 
nt o^ .^'on ni^wn nn>n 1^1 >ot?\yn>n pwi? 
ni>ow ^ni y>Ni Nin ,17H p73^ nan ir>N\y oi\^d 
.onpDn >ii ipnm ii>ivo i£)iunw n^n ,vi 
!?y pi 7Divi>\y > ,; v n!?>od rp\iw nnnin ovyvy 7ivi 
711 N*n)n x^vn ov n!?i inn unnoi n^ 1 ^ 1 
i"N\yo .nnm 11^ ^ov n>nw oipon 7m t?y 
iN>2iin!7 hi nvn>n t?v i>7n riN nnnw ini 
im ^pt? Pirn nvn>n tin i^nsm Dup^n 711 
.vws r\\ oil ,on>i nwvo niioi ni>ni 

nmw 'D^n^n wD>n not? o>ivivan mi^ 7iyi 
ni7^7 ,onrtu mn 70^ n^i mi npim 
V7i o> >i»n 71W N^n ini owow D>ivivnn 
ini in*\y ini^ >o^ivi n->n ,pi?n i»j o^vipoi 
V7^ >n!?\yn>n n>io o\y ; Dvn ^iun ,71^ n!?i 
.n"tnm ,dhv nn>nnt7 ^yio\y D>vipn 

Pnw ,win u^innw iim mn n)m 
,mo^\yi nunnNn nvniNn m>ni iqd inun 
T\vrt> ^?npno DHiioi ,mN >p^n nm inn n^n 
D^v>i)vy ,m>rnNn D>t?vyn^ m^ni oon 
omnni npniNn mw yi in dv tnn^ipi 
n^iii ^nmpj nnip) N^n n no^wn <ini .oniN 

.>in 7iv>n!? 7nNi iwi yni^ 

>»n] Nop Nivrnn nwni t?Ni\yi >n^Niw nnNii 
im 1)>n n^ n\yvn DNn ,nn n\ypnj\y [i»p 
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,>3n ^WDn ipiid onni7i D\y vyvo ynon7 
n!?n ,>"vmi yn\ym mvnn m>n p"7 T'vyni 
wivdi pn n ; nni npV?na yrw mm nivy 
Nunni> onyiyon ini n!?i] yyipn 
oiwn mn n'HD vyr>9 tO >"vyn\y oyonw 101)1 
unnnw yyi] ^>yio ipn n»m pimy 

.'t p"D D^nim vy""yi ,[onni7 p^n 

,[N"y o"> ^t] yooi t"^ 'tnnn ni7 on o> pi 
r>m\y n!? p^n i»d in^ yy*ipo wid!? ^ w>i ^"n 
pl?n inN i»j n^k ,11 urn v>r\v von dwu 
,DHyn mnvy yooi o\y onnpn Dto 11 \>kv 
i'Tini ,Wnn wn D>7yn ninvyi ot>vy von nmow 
u imi oanw von !pv von miN o>vi\yo 
iiN\y>i in onnpn ni?N in^o moinn!? onoiNi 
7\yi Him >Nn >m oan vo t>y in t?w nvniNn 
riN Nunv> [N»yo o"> <p] >vnoi ; >y pi .i»y ,nn 
^ni] .}m wivonw i^y mn >on 'oinn 

vy> >D77oi pi ,onyiVQ 7iy N>in\y 
)W5 \yivoi N)n^ ip!?ni ,D>\yiVD 

.fc'Oll 0>V7pO 

>omni wni 'omm 'Pinni n ; nnvy iy£> dn^o^ 
,>VNoni omi> ^wm ynm n"mm 7»n 
y>Ni .nvm nvni np>n p>7 ymnw >u intni 
wivdi n^?n K^7t? nu p^inw ooivyNinn >n 
<n Mnv] >tn nnN nm .fprtnDi] o^ynpn 
pmn ooivyNi ^ p-nM nno [i"y 'O 

.oonnN 

\ypvnp urn o>y ^no!?yn k^v *Oh 

: >n ,[oow>n N"i\mnJ ^ni yoo^ v\yn>ni 

w nriD l?"in7 ,ipn nu ,vn oio7\yn vo>\yo 
l>\yivi vynn n^^n tin on^ v^^P^ an:) 

iaN ,na>riD i*it Npn 'uinn uroi ^n^VJ jiinhi 

^iod!?i Nrt^ Nn^n 1^07!? i\ypii ,p^7 
'Oinn 730 Dn i>727\y 7a^D n)m >>in na^n^n 
,nn>riD oi\yo nu \?vo Nl?\y vy ;, N7 'Dirini u^d^w 



n'H3 >"W7 \yi>Di .in o>ynpn o>N!?oni p!?n 
tin 7>un t?y vo^ni yonoD ,mdi yyipn 
D^ynpn tin d>n^qoi onyn yNin ,onyn niow 
v^»P Q pvyin nriD yy^po n'anm .D^y ,v>7 
•VU7un 7Q>o> n>^ nm7 ,tno^pn wn>DD yowa 
mnvy i^y yyipm p^n n«3 v^pi^vy n'm 
o^n\y <pp ^y miN v o>vyn1 myo Dnyn 
i>7 onnpn dn d^n^ooi onyn v^ 1 * ^ ^^id 
<^7 o On a^o] >o^\ynn .u>n v^y nn^riDn mD)i 
VNi ,Nin mivyNi nro Nt?ni ^no [n"yu n"^ 
on 1 ? mnmvio >3\y^i ^pnnina D^pnn^ u^n 
inn t?i no^ y>N^nn \>h o>7yni o^ynpn tin 

.'Dinn-pv^? i"y ,y7pn 

:^»n iriD ;m N>inw 7nN \y ; 'N7 'tnnn 
mm nonu on^7 y> ^ 3 >"wi>d^i 

7iy .[D>:ivyK7 mi n; nn\y ^lNwt? i»vy n^? p^i] 
Ninw >n^?\yn>n Dyo >t? nK73i :o\y ^pum 
N>\yp7 Diwo ,K>n o>oiwN7 m>ro N^m nwpn 
VN N^ni ,r>omm n\ m o^priD "fN>n nO 
no v ini:> 1 n *T T> ni^nD 7N\yt? non ini>ni 
ort> i^niaw ,^\yiTn ^woi .o>3iwN7n n"*\y 
□^iwNin m^ ^0 t?y vino d^ki D>ynpn 

7N\yi7 non ino>nm 

onyn o>DDiw\y nn nnn ny7^w nhh^j nn 
7iyi .ni^ni npo i^dw von >ip^ >vip V 3 P7 
mi p lwn^oii] .>o^n>no Nnn^ mm nno 
(r^o '>yo) t7"p '>u vynN mui Niin - n"Knn 
H")>v 'u pool ynm .n'Op 'ny n ;/ o73i 
^ny Nin D'oyi .[o\y onui >o^>\ym T ; nD7n 
inn n>i qnn noiunvy nvn nnn p7iD >du 
>"vy7 D>i .NO^yi ni>dw k^i oupon 717 
,yy7po inn mnn ^Di? pi n^?n ,nu pi7n 
^7] pp^ pi .yoioo N>n\y yy^pn nvn wvdvj 
7iy '>yi ,yoioo - innpo >"\y7>^ n"7i [N"y 

>on ^ f \y7 ^?y ip!?n\y d>)1wn71 

['i On ni^oo 7"i pno] cimn pvy^i □> '>yi 
on!p lyipi umw in ;, >yo n"b '>o] n»in.v"wai 
.■>»vy7i i\yn^D\y yowoi .oiwin ^y innni p'pn 7>o 
.[n p"D] 7^vym [m p M u] y^oun nu ip!?m nDNii 
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3T3331 inn n*3> vp ^y\y t?pon m riD^im 3»ni 
73iy\y Dipo iniNi p>ou!7on mxwo tth 
3»nvi>o ."Pn rotnm ra>m 717 o»pnn ,^pon 
V)i3 33>N\y n»n vyp\y*^p irann ^uo\y piNn 
,nwn tin 73*>;? nwyo hpn3 7"3n tin pd^di 
owddd n^doi ni>ynt>n 3>7 7<33\y "Tvnw n!?n 
.nn>riD 7m 33>n inu>\y!7 nn ,D>vipn 1373*3 

.[7iN>3n mm n> >tin3> nui] 

iniriNn nvniNn tin 7£nn :>n ,[a vnpnn 
vry>w .3»y tv mywn t?y p37ifl N3m 

3m i?vy 00 ompi^ pdw ,ow tnp73p >'nnnn 
mis tin im imnNn nnni myvy pjo t?y p37ni 
m n> ^yw hd imnNE umpn ra rom tiind 
Nin - mywn o\y\y nm ,uon >3D !?y o^in 
ow T'lNim .Tmnnn oon y7p> N^vy hd 
n^n - 7Din 33>n f omiN 7QN :>'n 3m imvra 
nwiwm imnNo TVpmNn mis uma ron 

01£37 y>3fl\y W)Tf31 .3"y ,'131 1>30t>O TllOtm 

.nnu npnm dind mis 

\y7tta31 3mi pnni onio yi3 njm 
n»Qvy 7"3N7n n37t? wyan Ni? 3»ni ,N7p3 
pnnvy - npnm ui<m Tmin jiinp rrm 733^ 
nm >}Oi ,oia^ip m^in n!?3 nm N7p3w 
ni37> pn t>w piN3 niNn mis t>\y oi£n pnvny 
vy> D'amn nnm oy n!?n .mim ro^m 3i\yn7 
tin p^iD nvn^ n3>ri33 7ns \>hv nrt3in 
D) i?nnn mpo3 tund tin 7Din on o)i cno!?ipn 
m <inmy no3 y7) r\n nnyi .71m 3m N7pi n\ 
!pn n^Q!ini niNn mi^n o>ip^n 717 t?pm 
N^\y nQNii] .n nn^riD o>ivivd^ n^d pd^i ,°i^pn 

nain Dn>na*r iNTin d^h ,ii?N o^iv 

.[D^nnNn 

^na ; n p^D] D'aonn run vvipo pjvt? nnn^ 

12tq n n^pdi pm on!? ]>D\yn oinn^ 
1>ni .Dvynn paniD ini o"pno ioiwt vnw 
o>\y: >o^n t>prw Nin ^?p ,nno\y ^N\ya p v^ny 



nn>riD Nipj p vi o^vipn n^o^w udd nanNi 
□} .D ; odi vomna D^pn^ 7^n pn \y\ynn toi] 
nnn pi^n y>N\y nNnn hni> ipv ovon incnvy 1 ? 
N!?\y piNn mn7 .nm mi pitpi ,n>N^ 
nui ^ra D^np lyipw n^o ; ino>\^ nn>r)^ Nip3 
nwvD ind vn nniND^i ,n"Tn V7 79W1 ivn 

7«D V7H D3if3>f TIN IVH 7>3V> ON Di?1N .HIPrQ 

moo) ,t»vi> n\ oyn ovo inno 7iD\y^ o>vnpn 
niNm cpyipn vi d>d>v>o onw :nrow 

Dupjn 777 mn tin pnni t?'on :nnn ov noion 
Ninw uiwcn ,nnn n; nn> ^pn t?v urn* hd 

HW1V7 ^"DH \ypV7p 13>27 7>WDHW piN^7 PIDH 

iN7 Nt? D>3»vnn io nannvy ^nvi^v nv>ntn 
pi P-iN vnwo^ n^?n ^vro nn^TiD t?vy n\yvnn 
on indiw \yp\y7p i^nin nan f 7n> im 7on 
□>3iwN7n ^ow D>n] onv7vnn ^n 7p^v 
>7 , > riNsl? noi ,ini7D lariD n^ !?>v^ i37D\n\y 
on i3>vyvQ 77i!?i 7N3^i mnnn mm 
dn 77:D >n>N7 [nio^n ^0 nv7t?i 71m n^nro!? 
D77n^ n)n Finnm nnnn nD\ya onn7n 

.77^3 13>N 733 0>3>30n 0^030^^ DSH - D7N3^1 

"?pnn m^m n> ^ 700 m^na n\yva3 mrn 
7ini n\yyo3 - o>737 dd3 D^»pnn p>oD!?Dn 
cn^odq n> !?yvy ,7nNn .7Diun t?vy N73i rem 
tin ^n^i ^nnw >3\yni ,im o>3Upn onp3n 
^?n ly^ini <ppn o7^n onp3n ov p^oc^on 
q^pt? v>in inn i>n m ^nt? ^33] prinnw ^pn 
ra^ro ,[7^00 in Nin n oiw3 

7r»N\y ^"7 ,^pon Tipm7 in ^pn nvnwn 
n^dh inn tin pnn >3N vi D>3p3n iNt?Qri3\y 
nniti3 m P717N1 ,n , >oiin , » ^pn ^n onp33 

■f)X T>3y pVWDI] .N^OO N^l N73> 173 >»V DVniNn 

337 i^03n>i no3> H^mn ,373\yN^7 30m iniN^^ni 

Nt?Vy - P3333 3737 N^7 7\^N ,DnV7VOn >737 ^733 

.[nwynn T333n!? ao^n 377> 
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D>V"1pn DM D>Nt?DQ OHVy DDI 2n3 DHVPI 1DD 

Nin Dvon n!?n ,o\ynn t>y onni2\y no2 in in 
d>v*tp ovhv onv nnovy ^?y o>n>nnn n!?w 
DPpn ynun nu \y>\y own ,oinrtn Nnp^> 
P7D] m>3io>D rnmnii 7iy i»vi >'m no>nnn 
\y"Kn ^?N3)n un7i? nudw [a niN nt>oo vo 
Nin o^w nron ^in 71on nnow t>27 y;no2 
ynv >>w n»ni ,Ni7pt? D>y*TV D0>N\y diwq 
.nno\y 7N\iO V^dn nn>nnn io p7un oiw 

\y>\y >on caoin n27Q pin oiw i"^7 ^ 
.in o>y7pn o>N^ao\y nm onyn m>n22 p7on 
oninnn N'aomi N'aw72 \y7iD0 pw 07021 
Nipi pon2\y pow urow ,[2»y o"> <p yon] 
.nnow 7NW2 o> 72yn2 inyio no>nm nriD 
,nno\y 7N\m t?ooi on^v pt?n o'ao7nvy o>ni 
on >>yi> Nt7 D"N7 ni^riDa 7on\y Dyoa ipn >N7i 
n^w ony innm N^vy Dpn oivo Ni?N ,!^3 
inon nu oiwo omn!?i Nnp^ onm> 
nn ,yn id 721 .>7D^ ini^ODi na^nnn oppi 
i?22 oni ,ojwnm na>riD in V* nno\y 7NW2 
t>iv now Dyon mn\y fn72 i?y tnoo piN 

.7I7N OyO N^l ; D^1\yN7n 12n2W 102 0»p^> 
2HDW[VO '>VD !?''p »V] 7tyn pN y»W3 '>yi 

7")n art) o>nvyn Dinrt> o>y7V> o>n oni :>n 
oni o»pno ioi\y7 vnw " 1i " TO u nsioi prn 
■p ni\yy^? ynoiN vpi run rownn yani2 
oni on>)D^ pt?n 7"} vmpn n^?n n^nro^ 
nriN .2»y ,(n"Q7n own 7io) V7pn 777 y>onin 
^viaw \yn>nn na77N ri'firbv ,nv7t? riN7n 

nvyiyw awn Nt? ^inw o>7y7ynn WDtrw noi 
inn int> nnNnw nin .npniNn *\\yi nwyo 
nvyyon o ,; d o o P^ n "^n 7Nn> 7W ,oiD7 n> n\ 
D>t70uni 0^01 0^7171 ,p n> pn 
inn pnnvyD nvniNn 7>iy ^n^ n\yyD7 
,nvniNn tin arriD id > M yi ,onp3n 777 inn 
V)ya 7 ; aN7ni o»nn7n >7i7 irimn 7iDi .oiwdi 

.-p V7 nr»Ni - >n> 7p>y Dm 



nQ>nni ^^Nin f ni)i>y ^?N7\y> nm vn> Nt>\y hd 

.inNnw iod onnzno 0)1 onyn 

P^n o"io7n nn7n wirb n^7\y >o >rpN7i 

VlW 71V1 ^N3)n DU7D ^"V N!?7 n>N7 niD7D 

- NniDi ^>v n^ p awmnvy y7i .o>vyi >u>n Ni?ip 
[n ; 'V H7] vo>n 'on mn7 .D>vy7ionn onmn 
VV7po 7on 27 ,Dinn^ \>yiv v^w Dnv ,7dii>n 
^?niowi ,in o>v7pn tin o^n^ooi p^?n 7»3 Dn^? 

pi ,pi72 70N NDO 37 /1D1 N72N7 N^03 '1Z>1 7DN 

pom n^'ni .pm nN7in nod^? nqd 27 n>t? niN 
7N\ya N7aiv 72V7 Ninn7 ,n^ nnown t?3N 
o>7v ,277 n>niiD N^n .N3nD 27 nn)3i nnow 
pt7n 7^) oh^ vv7pn oinnt? o>v7i> vnw 

D>727 nD2 V2W7 70N ,1H .0>V7pH *0>N^001 

^2 7nwi onny nnn\y2 ^?2N o>wi >o>n omoN 
/i2i ponin oinn!7i nnpt? }wr> dn nnown 

.133'iV!7 P7Mn 'Oin^'OV 

N^n Nn7 ,272 pioo^ >iN7n id n^n n71N2^71 
>v ^7 f iN3 ^">7n puo noN2 pi ; n>mi2 
^"P '>o 7*yn pN2 van iN>2m .[7 ,; n27o N"yu 
van o\y 21121 .[vi?p 'oy n"D7n ,vo '>yu ^?y] 
n ;, n7 yovyo [N"^ >*>v 2"D ^u^] \y"N7n >727D7 
^ j on o'ao7n 2112 o> pi .'121 pm 72N2 

101W7 \>HV 727D 12 N^P21 pi72 OTt) \>nvr\V 

.o^pno 

N^ri7 1P37 p7p7!? vy>i :^^n van on^y nvypni 

V0W17 Nl7 172N V^7pO Npi77 yOWO ,277 n>D112 
70 ^NIOWI 277 ^"Vl 7W0N1 ,YVm .*l»nn n2721 

>n»Q7 Nni t n^o n^i N7n 7on 701 N7n 7on 

N"7N ,vn»0 !?N1D\yD >piDNl? IN!? ,277 nvnilD N>3J1 
D\y D»U1 .Nn , »722 Nnn2 >2n y72WN7 701^7 

pvy ^37 ^"vi n ; '\y v ovy ^^ ar,:) o ; ao7n\y n\o\y 
v>"> ^7] vo>) y\ym> >3D2 7iy '^yi .7W2W o^y7po\y 
o>vy nsp >>it\ ^201 .nn 7>7Nn [2^y7 

7'0 p7D D'a072 y ; 'yi -Vy7pD2 7W3 D'aD7^ 

,o\y mwo 7^021 m On ni^i nPon 

^o>n i^pnw Nin !?p7 yvrnn caoin 2Ji3vy noi 
V*yon .jiDDv ^N7\y> nm rn^nn n^w >73 o>\y3 
2iwn N^?vy oyoo vj>nw ovji\yN72i n^iu2 
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\y> ^nn ,DnuiNi> y>2i 01072 onny2D:? 

.^"odi >£n\m mnn!? 

mnw uiD7n p)y va^n 7"^ w> ^2 o7ip mm 
vio N^n Nin !?Dnvy ,idn iwma mivmj on^>a 
Ni>27 f [mprD u vnw (oodin) oi^>s mmi o7N 
nu uny u>on mm .di!?2 pv> m 
nwn n nan N^n onn D>on\y nV?o>n 
it?\y n ; M\yn ['\yn rm\y ni2uo2 >nj Y?n*P2Vid 

'H? itW D'MWn 2") 11NDD V"D7ni f [V'V °0 N»nJ 

Nin uiD7n niN^n dnp ,nu 7i7>2n n>t?2m .v* 
pn in ,^ioon - [hind rnrpno Nin\y] ni2in pn 

.7von - [nnsy niNn Ninw] iiidt 

>odo ,rti2in pnD Ninw nro >on D»n7n mm 
nmnra i227vy 7nN 7»3 ni^n tin pnnvsow 
,nr>niNn mist onion n\y omn 71m ,noyin 
mo won Mm ,nr>mNn n\yyn diw nwvo Nt> 
row nriDi .inooi nmn pn Ninw unn onin 
ov <pn mnNn N2 mnvy ,7D>rt? mn on ymN7 
mnsn mm ,no^?22 nvniN nmm vt?v\y 0127 
onyiy v>nw 102 o\y idn pnni qin mnNn 
omi2) vnw mtmnm onoon dn mwDa mn 

.mn piN2 

Ti'M\ya v^oin Nin Nt?n npni lvn N2 mm 
; >on >n omnn p 7221 [r* 
npma W22)n ^pn in 7")n\y idni ,72ym 
pwpn pNi - >Q7 np^pnD noDinn nvwa 
innyi mm o^yio n2 in2\y\y ,n rmniN2 

N^ ,l^H D>7272 VNW li? 772J1}1 ,omt?y 

; >DN >D .DDN^O ^V) HO^VO N!?l H^HH n»)lUO 

12 DiNip^i 7»j 10m mpipn nvniNn vn 
D>\y) >o)a iwdi niD"i> pn >in i^riD in n^i 
pn nnnoi v^£)n jvoin vvn .o>7nv >inn\yni 
,niNn <im nvyvn Ninw t?D\y ,^ioo >dd tiidv 
pi nvyv^ ON\y iy»m] np>pn n^?i na^riD ma p>vi 
!?idq Dipn Divyn yni ,^ipd m n!?i np^pn 
i)^\y puioia ndh *?2H ,[noi> riiDn^ pn 
mntDi v^DJia m d m ni] V12 N^n nn^nDn ip>y 
on^vy vy^Doa q^pn dn v^io piniNn i>ni Jiwd 
p!?n inw> n^i ,ao^n v*n fiinh mmmy hd n^?n 



,iDvyvn ^iud^ Dpvy onvivon id mN^ >d>nt *ny 
vn i3io onn wwi m^Nii 

nn^riDvy o\y irow n"7 o'o D>oipia 

N7pW2 ; >DNW lOlN ^Nl .Hl^DD 7"17 n)>N NQ^V3 

ni^riDn dw D' ; nnni ,ino n> »i^?^ i>nv*T 
1)>n >n*ti n^m ,oio^ip nvnwn v»y n>\yyDn 
nDn n!?n Nia^ n^a n\y n^t ni>iiD *fTT 
N!?n .vtp - I^t intf? V)ii nt hdi ,nvn\ynn 
>iDun o\y\y tivi .Nia) nm n\yvo !?Dn ind 
n ; 'D y^n ^N7ii f inio ovi n\yo rniDvy nun 
n>Ni D"Ni - Dnvio i>n on\yi un\y ^ im\y 

.own Nnn iint?^ 

N'awin n"iwn Mini iv^vw >n vy> nv 
P^ddt i"VNi ,[i"3p yaoi^ niDnvon] 
oiwn u»n ; inn n^vdi n^^ni nmn pn 'nn 
^nvi^ Ni?i .D"v ,DnniDn 7773 iniD np>w p>y:n 
[N'^y vp ^i] mvyn nnN\y hod inv ovy n^o nn 
it? nt?n >n y>)vn 7pnai .ni^riD 777 ipn t7Nn\ya\y 
D>nrno pdd nNm n^i ,onniDn 777 m vnw 
o>poiDn p urn 7n^i ,nmn d>d>n^ piNn 
NH7 ,na>riD 777 i>nw 701^ i>N\y didth v^vn 
,Dnoon ^ nn D>2niD\y na>riD ip^v nnv Nin 

DU171 D>^N^ n 7772 D>iniD ^7>7 ]1732 H' ; m 

.V17>D 

ni^ini niin 70u wort> w dnh inm .'7 
nnvynnii nt?vvy f 7DiN nnNn .U1D72 inroj\y 
p7) pN\y nvn .^ndi nu airiD^n >7> 71^0^ 

,12 VM) Nt71 27p N!?l ,^21 ^2 13i>JVt? P017 Ul£)7n 

io2nm o^iv ^i7> !?2\y nna >\yN7 d>32n vnni 

n2>112 NIP D1D7H DND 1173H 7p^ >7H DW7 ,12 

^idi"* pn in ni2in pn Nin oni np>pn in 
n2>ro n^n ^22 np^pn oi\y vn in2 2"N\yn 
>viovy2 Nin - t?iDD\y ni2in pni .V72 n7in> 
t?2 iN2i .niNn msi) n7^ ^vi iiiN^ ^lnn ntny2 
li>2n d^in .n^n Nt? nnsv niN2 p7 N>n idji^ivo 
mvyN ^moN ; iJiin7^ i2\yni 7272 wi o>27\y 

P2W ,7Q1^ >727 nil£)2 722\y Nt7N .H^ p70 
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ounDin d>ido yo V K-T n *"u oooun 
numpn toi ,ui<ni o>o£mn onou yai rcpron 
,o>o3"nn >ido1? p o} w> o>nn:»n onoo^ w>w 
>o) \ynpn ,np>pna ^ no ra>ro3 t> noi 
Nt? onn pnoNiD ,np>pnn n!?n nn^noa n>n h"? 
p v'Dvni ,int n^iD otnn Ni?N yip\y ujo n>n 
,n>d n:r>ro Nni?N onin mino iron nu n>ro 
t?v nnn mro-D np>pnn n>n >oj nini^ni 
nai .n^ro ddin nup p >"0vni Jiirn^n 
i?aN ,niDin pna u»n ppn Nin nroi pnaNi 
."piNi \y"»y 'lDi >m vow nm> pnn 

oan an iron ^")n unoq vain nm o> mm 
nro Nin im\y pidiw ioi^ ir»iiD\y o'onnNn i?w 
niN rvop '>o] iwipn o*n n>th> iro pi ,nm 
niDT pn ay rmnoi y>^Dravy ionw nm .[vo 
oil .uivy^a wiided vi Nta w>r\ ,tno9 
>'on yoin mii? wan Dvy pona riNvran 

p"o n>'!? ; >o] N ; '5Qn d"* main ^un pi 
V^on n"u:n '>u naiwra iro ymni :>'n 
mnia yovrai ,!?iod niDn> pn ^on mntm 
Nt?\y n*?n ,nn>rD >ipa nn iwd v>in pmnni 

.vyy nwvo^ iidin!? n*i 

1J1D :>U ,['N '>VO] T'Ql D»J N">On HDD pi 

p inNn pjnu ^tpni N^\y >a> to >nnan \yint?n 
V^niDvy iqd i£>u vt^ nnoonn nrDt> nioipnn 
y>Ni*y> V*w n>n o ,n^nnn 
o>u£)7)n v\ymm vupvy nnoonn riNnpn 
>oy ,nt>no in ri"o not7n ^dd panm v^v 
lion 'nt? ni\yv^ nv diwoi t?v M'oon nroi 
on"? niDpt? nmn in vbw \>tw iqi^d ; imin 
riDN^o rtjyriw Nn\yn D"M .d^d^w d^n>2) 
nirot? muN ^Nt7 rinin onsum vwin 

ND^VO N2>J1D >>p NH1 ; C*T^] nilODH 

!?p\yn n^nom .o\y !?p\yn n^noa p ao>n min 
vy>\y f 'N p m d u M 3pn .'o p /; o ii ,; ri '>u 

.oiDin ipoDvy m!?^o t7V 



□>nvD v*iN>\y iod nn\ym >n^n moo 

iqin n^7 nm ini>i ,o>N>pn >ni7an D>30iNt? mm 
N^vy ,n^Nn o>oi£)"rn o>^aiu unw nn dd^ 

riNDi .rm"V in niDin pn Nin dn ,oidth nwyan 
v ; ^nn\y in ; uiq7 tiin^o >n\y n>n\y ini 
■jinn ^tiw ni>niNn D^pniivy no tin n>\yno 
pnD n!?i didi^ pna ni>niNn Dmon oww ui^in 
o"N f *rn in Nin i>^nvy nvni f niDin 
ipni n>nn>ao3 pi Nt?i nn^va riiNn ay n^?ivo 
Nin ntn piNaw 'nn iNinnvy ,nDJin nivnooD 

.niNn oi>i n^iva i>ni niDin pn 

rno>vy tin iNn^? Nn^ niN^nn tin mNUvy inNi 
noiiNi vyiDt? >nniDini .nn Dnninn 
nm r»N iDonw Dnnnnn p nooa >n>Ni\y 
dvq t?Dn p>nvnt? >ninN ptn ,d>iuin^ on^nnn 
,D>iiinNn >^iii n iwi^d nni ,i^^ 3n ^ 
.oiovy>i Nin >Dn n on nmin nNi>\y >td 

von nm nwiiq >nn d>ophoq mn ,V?>nn nn 
!?>Nin np^pni :t7»n ,['n p ; 'o n' ; vi °u] t'vi 
D>iniN ^nvnvyw >o!? f ND^>a n>n no>) p>!7 ntini 
o>2DD3n iqd nwrrp o>DDi)n Dnoon vnw 
dn itPDNi ,nu pfr^n VNvy nNi3 >!?i .ariDi 
o> >a) ay htm f anD idd nin kv ; o ,np^pn mm 
r'nvNa niriDW iod didi^ nip^pnn iwd nwN 
/idi ppni n!?i nn^i n^xx i>ddi > ;, vn ,[n ; op 
woo nn^ro >ipo uiom nwvoi Nin ma n^n 
i"nn^ nit?N\y naivynn >tvni mwi .np^pn n!?i 
wiip Nin Diom nwvow p o> nmvy >»i 
n>Ni N>ini vyiip N>n np>pn Dii ovod ,nrD3 
nin >d ,nO in^ n!? I'ovoi? t?nN .hdno d") 
tin pnn\y ^ noi ,np>pn ind v n1 na>riD 
n>N ,moiy nvniNn i»jn in i>nn t?v ovn 
ri'M\yi iov Qoun pi o^v ,N">n nzpro n>Ni 
'^u] n ,; iN in^ivyn fiym !?Npm^ riD3D 

['N din N /; ^in 

[o ;, ii ^o] v Q,J ^ JiN\yn ri"i\ya oi 711N2 nNii 
d>ioo nvyiip !?v n!w\y :^»n ,^"jn von Nninn 



>iniv pn*> am 
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2iro> ^nn pi ,i?rn in nco ounin 72 Ni?\y 
omn n\yyn n»Nvyn .Y?Nn\y2 27112 wh i^nn 
,o>ooi)n onoo ano nzpron ip>y nro Ninvy 
.na^ro 711 *pN t?vy pion oi\y in vnw >nii 

12 Dnnmw ,iiNn oi>n nnonn pn om] 
.yim ^>n 01012 omvyy!"' N"N\y ninipn nainn 
['n »yp ; >o] n"iN2 io>n vovn iJ>sn\y iqdi 
^n^ro fiT D>Nvy own ^ioo i?Nn\y2\y o>n\y 
D"Ni ,na>DD 711 p nip i^*Nvy pn i\yn io>Nn 
onoo 11 Dunini in m-int? 711W oipn ton n»n 
.[nn>nn 711 ^>h> pion in vn ,tti2nn o>d^ 

nu piNn i?'on mmvynn "ft*on*anf> nvyn n om 
11 y>N\y piNi n\y*nn pidto inyi Nin o>i ,iiNn 
inmvyji n^nra imm .nwiip 12 vy> nimn pn 
<pn> innnn pN>n^ni>nn 1*00^ N2 n\yyn\y 2nn 

Jll^n V'O Pmn N^D>N Y1N2 1*0^1O1N 
P DVyi .\y»»y O*02in l!?iiN 1N*OJ 1WN D>D^pn 

oiomw m>nw o»oi .o!?oid!"> \y> dnh 7>iNni 
<poini ,o!?oid^ \y> nmn pn Kin [innn n!?] 
,ivion piN2 '>dn 01012 i\yy~* Nt?\y - pw ivovy 
d> inynnin n^pn n^ din m ini2> Nt?vy hd 
own nnN> p id^n mnn 010m 1*112 nioonn 
,innin ppno iN\y 72 ynnin ouvn *>pno\y 
iiynn in pnmrt? >ini nmn rfjpnn nmw pm 
mmi i»n lonin!? !?2N ,nyn!"> Nnnn pi 
ijin Nin n^no^ iwn i»3n pmy pyiv inn\y 
N>nn\y N"*m ; >o \yn noi> 0122 hnh .>yon!7 

.inn 

l^N\y DlWn lW2n piNl U1D71 "ION N^W ^ >*in 

,[D>3iinN pipn mnn pini^ iiii\y idd] ni>nn 
Nnn^i ,n^pn nio Nif' now mn> oiwo pi Ni?N 
inn n"Ni .n^pn nu ^N\y 1^) t?y noomn i^nn 
nn>nn"i o>N^vn nit^m nun noon f N\y pn 

Nin DIJID N!?N ,UD73^ □>di*t >)n "JDO ^ ; 'V 

^Tnn oi\y n^i n^joi n"U nnn ion woo 
i>nn!? iNin>\y vy\yn oivy pN d m n ,[nnv nvniNi] 

.oivysi ,iidn piNi 01012 

nriDvy p^o a»t? ; >o] N'aon nna nyi 
,[oiom] !?ioo nnnoi v^^^naT nNu ^1 :^"n 



[V'^p ia>o a p!?n] noN n"i\y2\y ^n 2 ;, ni 
V^^on n"02\y v ;; oin w ;, n inui ,p Nt> nnn 
711 VN\y Di\y>2 Nin f ^ioo nm> pn □) nnnoi 
^?Nmv >poo2 nu 7>*iNnvy ^n^Ni pi .702 n2>nn 
:2ri2\y t>'on voin nni7 p>nvnw n'^ »o 
^?Dvy ,!?ioq >D3 nin'* pn nnnoi )^5T\ n^o2\y 
n!?i n2>nn nn p>v2 niNn nwvo Ninw 
Nin n2>riDn *ip>v i^w vomn Nnn ^?2N ,np>pn 
on^w W2DQ2 ^pn tin VW212 yooiNn V12 
p^n inw> n^i 20>n P12 niNn i^i^nvy hd Nt?N 
: inn dw wtoi .'121 <ini\yn >n!?2 moo 
m nwvo ,nn^v niNn nwvn 7n^\y Dipa 
^lin n\yyn Ninw ,n2>nD2 n!?n npn^ t?iD> ii>N 
in N^non Nin nwyonvy np>pn Ni?i f niNn 
d!w D>oiomi ^>Nin 72^n .12 D>ppinw i»3n 
,oiom m>niN !?vvy mn Nin nn>nnn ip>v 
V12 niNn i^i^nw hd n!?n id>n uanon nwnm 
o ; 'v ,niNn nvyyo ^nd v Nvy 
V12 niNn mnwn Nipj Nt? no"? pin n^i 
,yn-in ri)ii2 7onn Ninw nvi niNn ^in nwyo 
iwd p D*>oioi2 no^ o\y 1N2!? N2 yoini 

np>pnn ip>vn ^ni ,vi2 n\yvi\y ni>n \yiooi 
not? inoni? N2 voto widq Nini ,n\yunn 
□^?iv ^11) nnn tin nnii t£>v ^nhw iivi .^100 
N")Qni 2nn p Q'nnon nnn Nt?n ,y''o*in nnn 

mv^ niovyoi nvi ,lyop5 N2P] nnom 

.vain 

N2in] n'O '>P2 iosv2 vain wan ^n^vyri t?Ni 
>nvnwi :!7 ; 'n f ['n p' ? o 2'0 ; >o N")nn ni^p2 
V!?on von nnmi dd Nin\y mN din onsnn 
in\y 11122 iniN "ONV.nma v^i nnnm 
N>n n\yiip2\y onni^? pnu n2>*nn /mi \>^vo 
iiqn vyii^om ,021 nimn p'o^oion Dnnm in 
n2>*nn 711 vn [n ;; v vp <yi m\y] mnn pi02 
VN\y pvy ,r>T> >n\y2 o^i\yw >n^ i^^dn ^ndw2 
.d ; 'v ,1100 n2\yn von nmnn pni non nn^nn 711 
D)nN .pnn nn>nn Npn 7n^w niiND^ vnwni 
dvoi f 20>n P121 v^nin iNnw nNi> p>vnn 
inp Di^i 722 ,n2>nn 711 ynv awn ^ioon 
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:irovy a p»v mop '>u vvhn ^niow mm '>yi 
P^?n n"n o>t>yD ma '>y pi .woo nro ^n uiD7 
>!?m to noNn o :>n ,y>Ni n ' n:i T ' D ° u n " 1N 
Nin omni oui pi molw D^nnNn 
V"r cposn^n vmpn nop !pd^ vy>i ,\yoo nn>roD 
inNni /oi pioinpn Dorojn woo nn>rD 
oisn "py n»n pn^ inoi mN '>yi] .w"»y nn 

.["P1N2 

iro l'\ p»v mop '>o] 7tyn pNn win nsn pi 
in nzprD npo >n cn<nn yoyn pipTi? \y>i 
np>pno vii m ,m>ro >in7 >N71 Ninnooi 
nint? Noni nn p7Nni ,ra>JiD nn7 no>uni 
.[ni>ro >invy >'in runro pirn] ^on yo7n 
i>t?y aroi ,!?»3n v^^n riNwon nxtf? nuh pi 
n^n ,np>pn >in7 moyoo iNtn ,nro nsn 
,*v>) >:n t>y vin no>\m >irn N}a>m7 Noyon 
n:pn7 iiv arow noi .nrnro >in Noi>y ^n^n 
to u>£now uioin ton!?o ^nw7 nniNDt? p7^oi? 
mpron 7773 h^v 7nN nDii dhn nm <pn 
,>7>0 N>\yp Nl? ,i Q *v ^2 niNi din vanow 
>to Ono \ro] 7'ONin n\r>\yoo owsvo Nrt?o "fni 
>i\yy mnw mt> N7007 ,>(>* u> [a 't>n vnpon 
V* n) :pro7 ; nt? \y7p\y nn ,oiD7n n?on >-p 
>t 7vyD mi ,rPiyn t^on .nnN ran ppm nin 

o"y ,n^nroi? ini uid7 

N"2nn '>un [vw"y] n7im noonw >n>N7\y k^n 
7nio miNDt? rvnsnvy nwpn ,y7i m ; 7 n p»v 
mow ,[a '>yu ^y] N'^nn ; >o n^nn niD^nn in^y 
>7\yn D n y n\ypn pi .n^iuo nan nomw n!7^Q\y 
nnnn 7iyi [n"D tiin an no^yo n ,; n] 7on 

.N>\yipi n>N\yni ; D^nnN 

pn own nt>UDvy nN7> n ,; iNa m27a i^yan mm 
oi\yo n^i .Dvy inn7 niD>nu Nin p7 ,jmin 
nn in\y i)>N7 hdi .nn>rn npo Ni? oiD7n\y 
.n^7 in niDin pn Nin umn oNn D>jnnNn ^wy 
nvyy^ onw ^niio n^iNa ma7n nai7Ni 
pn piNn voi ,7vyo mm niDin pn n^2 oi£i7n 
.\y7n non twd>w np>pn in y>N\y 



>i\yn niNn O073\y D^oyoi oso^ N"N7 diwq 
1>N\y wnion o"y ,p70D n^?w ^ ,; m pvyNn!? D7ip 
pion pm ,oi07n >"y nrpron v^ 11 inon oi\y 

'oy n /, 07n] i"y n'O <p ny^pi 7101 d ; oi 
nn>rD DiD7n nwynw p 05 uiwdi :t?"u ,[vu 
inriD pi t>N7\y> piN >7> !?y mwDi N>n Nm^yo 
pN o7onpn i^vy ny ^?7in 7001 D>1 .D>innNn 
nzpro ui07 idd /l?'niN a mo inu 

noDun N>n p N^n Nn^^yn 

,'i p»v ^10 »o N ;, n 1^ no>n yyi .o^nnNn 

.Pi7y nnow na 

W7n^ N2i> ,[n»v n"!7 ^7] nov nv>n ^'nnoai 
n!? d'^N7 ,uiD7 n>n 7^op p n\yyo\y 
ya^N pn7o mnw nvn ,o\yn nn^riD 7wd n^n 
D*y\y o^ni] .77iNa iiiw^i \y»y ,jiin^ tiin 
,p nN7J pN 7*op p n\yyo n^n n^\y iwnn 
; nvyyon mn 7>n n'O p7D a^n d^n tidiu \y ; 'ODi 
iriD Nin oiD7n nvyyo7 tJ ; 'U7 Nr>m Np N7U o"o 

.[71Q> 

no pi :^7"n r [7"Dp 7>N> mm n ; 'iwn nN71 

n^ [onoo Dy 77na \yo\yt?] 7mn 7*n nmp ^N\y 
,Nnn NH710T 710} N7o> p7 n\yyo^ n!?i n^nl? 
iron nmip 77yn 7^0 n^i ,ui£37i on\y 7^0 Nin 
\y"OD o^poion innoN 7Ddw uid72 Ninvy >jdo 
n^i >n Nin tr>£nonvy 7^0 pi /idi t?'on von 
onou 7Nw n"ni ,np >>p7 >n oiniDo N^ny 
nom .[n"y n ; 'o ^7] yoni nnio7D inwnp yw*? 
7woni ,nu vy^nn Nt?\y vom o>oio7pn ^y [>in] 
!?y Nin 73 Nonoi ,^?N7vy> oo>£nonvya >7 , »07 
dnw rniD Nin Diw nn o ;; y ,v ; >y mdi nnn 
ariD m\yni n\ynp onn \y> ^Nnvy'* Nin D>D7on 

IN y>^DT11 Jilt UK) 1O07V ON\y :2I1D1 o"uw N^N 

.D ,; y ,on\yD i>m\y D7N ny7 t?y n^?y> n^? n»u 
,[0 pin N ,; yn '^u] 7"m naiwn mnoa nN7i 
'>on yovyoi ,^oio 7 M Dp i>n^ mmn\y ar»D\y 
oy nniwnn n^nn v^3^i .!?N7vy> nriDa 

.novo 
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rr'iwn in\y:i Nun p nro ir>N oidto ,njn [a»i 

.[row ; >o rn] o"\yinn 

N>\y nNi> d^di npnn nm v>yon o^in 
,[N»y o ni] po^n >in n^idh onpNi .^o pu 
pn inN ,oi£n !w d>j£)in >jw wny onn pnnNi 
on nnD >in Nt> mom pm ,nui> pn mm num 
iiid Nin ftm n>nw] mm* pn it?>Mi ,o»no:n 
no D"v d"ni .in "jn^vy o"noo Yin ,"^7 ^ 
pnn inm !?y nro >in oisnw npnn nro\y 
,>)n pom 'mn dn Nun Nin Nni ,n»n num 
yi> Nin iion m\yai aio om\y ow nno m l?yi 
ui?\y oidt i?y irr Nt? npnnvy >N7im .owno 
.unn Nim Nin n>n Ni? piy nw onn 

ionw t? ; '3n D"\yinon \yo ninn 71nd no 3"ni 
no N^m ,^iod oiD7\y npm nt>m nN^o Nsnvy 
n!? i^>w oifnn !?yi ,vo>n ; mi uno o\y znnDw 
pyi .im mon o>pt>N iud ionj m t>yi .inn 
.niNini? nm n"7i N"n ison nn>non o>t>ys nm 
niN my\y n"> uio^ip \y>N pma 7iy v^ 1 

^o 7"iu ,oiD7n D"> t?oD\y >n mnt? nNii 
oi<rrn riDN^a wsonw nny :>n ,idioi N"yi 
>ir>w:i n>nni ^pn t?y nun ido uuint? iwdni 
Vnw > 0 pn ,3ron n\yyoo mr> nov>ni nvniNn 
omn vnvj o^ioo Dn u o'nnu ouin^ 
pi ,o^> nriD nnyi niQN minni 
'UN Di>nnt> P^ 7 ,oran:n :pn:n mnmi 
nsn on 'Uni ,0107:1 nnN niN 'un ,*nynn 

>od ^pn t?y omn vyiiDt? 

iriD ,['o p ; 'D] ow mv >)an >v o>\ynp nyin 
n^i nriDQ oy>D ^7'on ^^)Tn mm : iqvo iNn^ 
on nmp^n nn>nn Nn)^o onn nd^ni ,<ioj 
,n\ >"y ano itjo oyma p d> uiot ^ini ,!?nntt 
pin on p ,n^riD *jn ipn inn pnnnw iqdw 
.[n^nD *fiT ipn] mnn 7^10 u>ni vt oy 
n^i mi >n)\yn>n w"oo ^in >nNso Tiy 
ui£)*m v ; 'yw wwn w> y&vn -»wni °in ,n^oo 
^>OD\y nm ^pn yiiii q>ono n"?n ipdd u>N\y 

.nn^riD p)it? ipn o 



iNt?n o^nwPQ Dnmnvy °in id^ >!p dk^j *ny 
7"y^ ,n'nDn *nio nn pou i^ w> ont ,on 

.12m D>oyu ,n^ n p " i:i * t 
inyi nN no>n *iN>ai 7>iNn ovy7 oiwo ,Nin 
m no py Nt?\y nNDDi f iwpn ntm n'MNin 
PN t?y vwirn nN\y nN*u i'oy> jiyi ii^n 
n>nw ^ mnoo p >d ,njnnN^ n'non nriD i^yn 
D»ni ,npnt? -nNivy iod vwnn n^riDi niQ^? yn 
>qi .o>pt?nn inw D ;, nNi n)i\yN*n n ; nN ynw 
nn [mnnNn ^mywna] >n>yo\y n>DVw 

.Nip^yo 0^02 nu 

ni^no n*™ [v^p '^o n"n] tion ynu '^yi 
p^>n w>vy yonn nnn m^nn D"y ,inN piNi n 

iodi ; y^'oin ^dd nt nion 121 n^^ t&v nnnn 
io^yn n ; non 0)1 ,D>DnnNn oyoD i3>nn\y 
n^ Ninw na inyia wnoi i>n d"ni] i\yn pN2 

>N*T1 D ); NV .[NinOl piQ 1PNO 71^Q1 ,D>DOQ 

.n ; nDi p n\y>^ n"nw 

[o ;; > °yo N ;, yi '>o in^i\yn inyn o) nNii 
no pi ,woo nn>nn omn nwyn t?y innvy 
DiNnvy nn^yn nz^nnn n^Don nny D^vyiy\y 
NO>\yDi nn>ro nx \>h >nti nu ,nniN y^p 
.w^y ,iQ^yQ nnD3\yD Ntn mnn>\y i>i^ oiNni 
.v^ niN n'op j >o vynNa o> p iddi 

nu Dn>t?y\y ,o^nnNn >oivyNi >!7ni\y n^n 
n\yo n idnoo yoin :nnn N!?n t?Nivy> 
nun r ? on N ; onn nun p o'nnnn *N>»>nnoQ 
n ; non in^wn *jiyn t?Npm> noiDn ^niqv 
Y'innn ^"ny^n i?pwn n>^non voon fynNn 
Nnnt? nnn .iiyi *nyi in^wn "jnyn nvn 
pn inn vpi \y"n d ?, n .nn>nn ni\yn oio*m\y 
iwdi nn>nn npo iuw >on ni^nonnn i>N\y 

.n!?>nnD^ 

n^?>)o nu^na n M nn n)ni ,p^in\y d> \y> d3on 
; oy n'^om] ]>n dni n»"T n niN N"*m ^o 
i^\y oioin noo p\y :>n nnn Jvom 
oiwo mi ; iooa anD)i idnp Nipi ,iun^ ipnv 
^o] npnn pi .\y"»y mdi na vn^jp vnw Nin 
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'>o vnj nv7 mn>n ,['7 jiin N'o »o 7"vn vn] - 

niN 1"*? '>u] d"tid On rmnon ^zb ^oNm nNm 
niN ideo von dwd warn ,nu piNnw ,[vd 
nwva vdv"? lain «pm :>n irovy jiin] d»h 
nn ,woo n> m^roi din ro uifrrn 
mn ,13>qu nnmn miDon tnD7n nvyvnn nwv) 
w umn moan D>N*ojn xxbt>\7\ an >"v 
i?mn piNn t?Ni\y> pan* ok o:n ,ino n3o inv 

D7N 

h>o uns> tnsnn yov:n ,nni rrrm 
iiDNt? oipo \y>vy coon >3Nw n!?i ,npV?nnn 
a'nanw no 7'0vt> >d ,dd>d>i mnvy umn 
,np>pn >wr 'oivyo oi£nn ion twaranD 
o\y iNU\y iddi ,rnDin pn Ninw ivynw nNmm 
m i?vi ,miinNn Ninnnn uisrb n^idh nnvnn 
riN V7t> Nt> id nrnD\y unde vain nro 

.oiDin nwvn 

yo>;a i>2 ,!?D3 *vnn V"nin7 7"jv!? pi 
piN) 7iv n»>Ni ,o^oa mn >ntm *udi cnta 
,om^n p^rt? ymy Osn inn m t?nN ,nn 
7N\y inrovy nm .nu pi^rv n^? noNn i>v n7iom 
rorr N>n pi ,u>^v onmnN ]>k ,p^ o^nnN 
nuN o^iv >imw o^ivl? p n>n i^di ,nmn t?w 
not>ni- ripni mvi Nni ,*m m>N rrmn in 
inn p d"vni ,pd>pd ionw ovniv vOni f ininD 

ft VN U D>piOV 13NW "fDQH ,701N1 >)N 

.o^nnNnn p^n vionw urn ov oivy 
Nl7N wh ,didi!7 vim D>jnnN !72n TiN3n\y 

po jm pi .yaoi? ni cnotni? Ni?\y "jiti 
mNi N>nn oiipn ivrnn D>n"inD ihn mm 

'D D^ODIW] 1>T1D7 ,O107H ^1UDl? piODH 

dn non >^ni .7DK> on\yn oowin i^ntoi 
n>\ynn\y n^N ^Da ,riD!?n pioD^? *p7n N>n 



p7) mm^ pDnun\y noa iqv nDnnn^ nun v^i 
ncN\y D>)nnNn wni pi ,0107^ >ni7wn^n 
,n>n>\y 7^n D'ov .nt ovoo nuN Nt? uiD7n 

D^ann^ aivy ow diku D)i .^d p>7 ^nn 
yppmw no nnon yn^n 7 ; aNin!? 

.nomnn in nwvnn 

t?V V^ n ^ Jl^ft H2n 7''£3p '>D 7"vn 0"7W7n011 

uiD7n i>N7 n>^ oiD7n ^7 o>vno vnw no 
vnu ui07n t?uo pi .np>pn n^n m>ro aiwn 
D\y miivyn ^iui nroi ,v/>p '^o nv7 nip noN 
y^^om n ; 't?n 7idn ui£37n wnow piN2 :^ ;, n 

n ;, ui oiD7nw nriD n p"o ^10 a»!? '>o n'MNa 
>"ni ina7n 7iv n^m .7a^ 7avnn pi iwd y>!?>£m 
00 ri"o On U"7n np>vai .a p n v n m vi °u 7"v>n 

.v ; u JIIN N"t? 

nriD\y ,['0 '>u N ;, n] nnnNO nnivynn o> nN7i 
nn^riD inD vip Nin uiD7 nwvo mn o : ^ ,; n 
n^'vi °o 7 /; > W2 nDiiNn n^p 7NUQD non 
own t»j p"u °u n /? N N'ao v>vi n ,; pt? 
[N»^\y 'H? i"n] N ;, pnn 7 ;, on >mnn o^on f v' ; oin 
'>vi .^"dv f uiD7n T) ,f v y\yiv yN\y vnn pn) dvo 
7nNn ; oi07n tin d^dvo nnn\y o\y 

,n^riDn ion ptn i^ion nvmNn riN D^ni3\y 
.nivn> nun D>piu oiD7n n\yvoi\y oi\yn >^vym 
yjv o^vn yT>7 inja D>D>^\y oo>n i^n o>ovu ^wi 
mN 'N D7N ri3>i p!?n ioiu n>wn .ni^riD 

din ; >o] noun ^ioi n /; iN p!?n o ,; 7n np^vm 
.n^ioo tnim n^now n ? an nn7D nt?vn f [vo 
N!?\y niN 'n >*>vi] vin70 v>vt? vipi 
iDiun r»D\y^] n ; o '>u iDion nopa pi ^Dn vnwo 
7")vo^ nNm novo >Nnm aro ,V\ p n v qiu 
,7Di nn^riD 777 yN\y oiwd ,oiD7n riN 'pidd^ 
nnom ,[u^o jiin m ivw] d>idn nv\yn 'nn o"v 
N ; ^in '^d] apv> ^ipai ,[N"V ; t °|7 i ;, n] nmn 

7D1N VUm .[TO.PIN N ; 'V7 °o] 7"i>m [o DIN 
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7"y7 '>o om von tot tin inn ,^ioo\y >o\y 

nm nny mow mm nynu 7Dion y7V oi pi 
nn\ynn mjNa mp uni o"pni 
nmw >d inn Nin\y nywi 7Dion 7iipvy ['n ; >o] 
riN nnyin\y o>)nnNn i?D\y ,1*? Nm .inn Nin 
n!? im^oDw rfrK d>i wvyn bO oi<nn 
V7i>\y imvy pdnid im: ^yi ,m oyon inii>oD 
aw nu y>N ,Tn*otNn t?i nny m\yym ounuw 

•inon 

Nim ,unn wvyn wnn mnnKi iN>snn\y no pi 
\y> n"on >\y mm* nii^n mm \mpn\y im\y 
ivi7 ,di^d n^i nu y>N run .wn^pi ino^n ^in 
jivt n>on ipn oji inn m 71x1 miiw 
onp mm vnpnw nm inon v N ,Jiiovn)3 
D"nNi nu n^wNia nnnN nmn 
n\yym d>i .uni niavyn !?y i>n \yn>pn7 ,D>p!w 
,m \y\yn^ iN>*nn tO ,o>n7nNn nnyinw omn 
ny>7>n ^1 nosm nn>n n!? mmnvy omiw <in 
\ywn p!n t >>m N"*nn 7*>ynvy imi ,nn* mn 
.ynoi Nl?\y >w int? mmoi ptnom 

nm \yipovy nm imd in^ \y> n7iNi^ y>ny\y h^h 
!?'on D>DnnNn ^iw 7i^n mm .nnK 1122 nmw 
inon Di\y nu ytw >ovy mm uidt: rp\yin\y 
vion nuNvy i^n d> ,N"ii mn\y nm vy7p^? 
mn :['N tiin 'K ^d] 7Dio n^in !7»n ,m oyon 
,n>^vd mrm npo omnw ipoo o^nrwn to 
pii^ o^?m nn ,mnon i\yip>vy p>yi7 oiv>o >ni 
,i"y ,nnN oyoi nam inwi i^dn nmwn \yip^i 

nniND^i ^Dn \y"rpo n immp ^ ;, vw nm 
nu vn ,onnN o^n^N o>\ynp D^^vy maw 
nro :^»n ,[a ; ^vo vyi >*>v] N ;; ain \y ; 'DDi ,di^d 
>ini ,^idd i^n ,nwnp D\y!? annN o>n^N D\y 
i'n] o>\ynp p>N7 ,niml? vynpoo 
nnD p .d"v ,[n' ; v 't <p niiDii - qi)n nwnp 
N"n] ^ M i\ynn o\yn f [roi 'ov n»o"nn] ind van 
p>inNi noo n^Ni ovy Nun nvi ,[vvp }wv 
o\y n>Nin n tin inui .[n"y n'^ qi] nivinvyn 
mow !?d onn pnnNin ( mn)n nyrpna 



h^) ,iovy i>Dm n!? p!?i - m*r mun o>p^n 

..inn n"vnun ]nw 

oiDii Dn^nnn nmt? N^vao Nt7 tth iidi 0"dv 
n^t? dh>i nvyya nwiyvy i3l?\y piN2 vyoi \y'Q7 
i7i> noN\y nt?N^? D) n^n n^ 3 ^ rn>nwn 
n^riD np>pn }hd \>hi ,)hd vnnb d^id 
pno Kt?i niDin pno Ki? yo p7^ vnw ,n7io) 
n>2 h^h oiD7n n\yyoD N^n nwv3 i^ni f niDi^ 
□5] p7t?D !?vy p7 vn m!7>)oni n"t?n 

imvy 7171 >DN ^DO ,[ ; 1 J11N ^p^lO TiMD\H2 

.V'MD^ 7UO ^7>7 

pivy ,w>i7n"7 pDit? >ir>N7 n; p73 dvuii 
Di^^n nwvn ,01071 o>70iKn pn Dn^non 
nn t?n ,t?t?Di ni>ni 777 ir>my vn^ no^wo 
oiD7n 177 OAi .71m ^?iod Nin n 7771 iro>\y 
n^?n .t?ioD t?inw 71711 oiwd i"> ,oi>n n\yv3\y 
o f Dni >N7ii onoon nwvrp pjvt? ^7ivy 
t?v n!?n nitron 177 D^irioo iimN vn 
; >£3ni ,ni7iwi r»m\y am nni\y p>n f nN^inn 
7111 .np« DVjiyoi nwnp w> ^di ,n7in >7i7 p7 
N^n ^'u D^nnNn i7isn t?i n\ 7171 ibn^n 
nnyo i^n 7on >7wi 171N1 nN7i ,on7Doi nnn 

.n ; ^ »d d>»d an 

,K'ai nia\y nm W7p^? 7\^dn o^n p7in .'n 
>7n n ;, ii 7ioyn t?i dn iniiw ^")n nwyoi nn\y 
>rpN7 ,n^ ii7)i D7ipi .mow nai 11 

7inon poo\y po7 ,701^? i^7vy ony7yon Tt»ti 
70on n^nm 7niN\y 0"yN :5»n a °yo v / y7 ^oi 
irniw oy£) ,n7in 700 mmp D\y!7 iiniiw 
inn\y 7ni^? 7ns D>pn>n d)^nw TiinvynQ Dvy 
i"N o»y ,^ioo ,p n\yy dm .o\yn n\ynp o\y^ 
p DnniNnvy >i>^i >mDKi .^iod p>7 inn o> 
>7»o Nin7 ,indiw p7)n onn ynt7 nm\y} 
jin nuny py ^7nii ,niQvyn tin \mpn 7Dion\y 
ni lino ninoi nm\yn ^i uiiddi ,ni>nin nwyo 
mvy\y nn >i i m ni .oiwoi D\ynp^ 7117 
o^innNn qioN^i inNrt? n^ i^yi in^om^ip 



>7Nav pn*> am 50 14 

,vm in»mn [n o o>*m] v>nn Nipn 

IN IpTft tnDH p7CO ^?W yi \>H JV'CQ D^IN 

n»o .nN^n mn:ft 7>wonwD '>dn ni^n <ycnn!? 
[a»> '>u a tftD rviN p^n] d>hi mi rrowi ns> 
mivd Npn uriD^ 7>iii p. own mmNaw ,w7rt> 
.[2»)> N"> *yi vn nrmn niia pi] .n"on D} 

tvowi *»^wN7n 7m*n ^ m pwn i>mn 
ow hnii .owo unpi 7"> »o 7"vn vn ioin y>i> 
ru^ro n!?7 >o D>poion rnw N"anw niNn 
N")om ,13ndq y»mm rann dWdoi] ,omi 
Ntn nnnni ift>sm p"i omi p7t>:ft wwnw 
.[w""y mnn 7ivi ,mow hod n w>w <^n jvon 

NP77 NipDO [7"> J11N1] OW 0»OW Nt>N 

iny»ui dhu roan nrft win!? w> rftnroiw 
sroyi .d"v f pTOD miDmn riN iin:ft oon^nw 
,1TTOd n^? !?w inon vnw >N7i nnN ma nwyn 
pi ft>y!? Nnwn n*np p7 nwyon 'on wmonzn 
ny>*vn !?y t?pnn dn 70iun mynw pn p73a 
Nwno 177UD own tin nnnw nn ,^now^ pn^o 

>t>io k)> im ,N£Put> 

miND^ n"n >>m nN^onnw mmyw inozn .'t 
m p7) mn ^oaw niD^n nam intn> 

N>2ir£> pi^ DND 7nND ,0>Vn3 *>W^ U70J1O 

7ns dnd am .n:r>jiDn nywn nono rm>nn 

.iron ya Npn ninzft 

[N"y 0 <p] mmon 'an mn ,miWN7 ns> nn 
,7qini aniD nwoi 7din n'apn }hd 7v : pnaN 
.yam nniD nwai 7qin n'apn 7^1 indo 
mnN 7din nwoi - 7din n'apn n ,; 7a »'W7>£n 
nwo i^ni indq .iniDi ,anDi nvo> n'pw >id 
f nv^ mo PinN 7oin n>n Nt?i - vo72 nrra 
>oin onop w> : udd ,n\yni n N 7 D\y 'Pinni .D''v 
n»u >ano^ wn Ninini f iniDi 7din nwm 
am] n>Ni >n^n7 ; p^m ninoi 
070)ipni .p n\my n>n N^n o) nqw ,[w\h 7du 
i^ni o"v Dvon w7>di nnoi 7din on) >m 



7"oa 

W7pn mow i^>DN o\y7pt? pona n!? >N7 ,^r\ >in 
ViDnn [N"v o ^7] vo>n N>nn hdiqid ^wip n^? 

anovy [n din '> '>o] 7Diun nupa ^d^niw *On 
7aDon own dn W7pi? i»mo Ninw owd :>>n 

1>3D !3in NinW OW W7pt7 ft 71DN "JD ,N7Um 

nmo ipnw ow '>qni .onnN o^nt'N 7^ n>n"> 
117 n:p o>n^Nn 7V iqd ihn in ^ p7 o"nvn 
ow ft 7ivi .'iDi o>j"7n >jfft iwn^ow on>3w 
7nNnw n"> ni^pn nn>pnn p^n iDion row^n 
nvuw pio qio o>mi >ut?wnn N>im ,nu 
n>NT iN>ani ft'on N"om nn pt?inw nnvn 
nroi nw ['n ftn >n pio] onoip dduod 

o»v ,innNn pn idvdi iiwNin riN o^pn [n ,; > 
Nin [^nonw] *own ^n d>w awm nvow wvpd 
wn>Di .nDvt? 7>i^ ,nwnp owi? nriDi n>^n 
□noio riDuo !?y o>oni nodi ; >v nivo m>n 
N>nni ,m>7p l^v Ninw w*v>dw ln^mm 'n pio 
? n mftnn dwi .77iNn w ;, »v ,aono pnnn np7>) 
pnm "P'on >("a\ynn niwpn!? nriD o^qn n ; '7n 
^-pm .m>7p 7n^i wnp ^in niyon wnp '>qnw 
WD3 ONwai l?in Ninw V7i>w n»o ^'awnnw ow 
nvo dn 7N ,nwMp >onn n!? *n ,wip^ n^n 

.117^ 7>7ii tN lW7p^7 \>MTM W7ip NinW 

vani ^^iwriD piuoj on ,mn^w 7>n o"dv 
q ;, d ,o>p^nnn n^ND piuoiw in ; 7^vi N"mm 
mown tin 23 vy7pt? lrmiD nn p>7 p73i 
pooD pn on>*i^w nt7N tini ,\ynp onn^w 
dpnw mowi? W7p!? irrno v^ 1 ,P^oo W7pn 
w> nn oil .oiwDi ,v ; n vv !?w mow in D>wnp 
,o^nnNn n^ iwn n!?w ; oiD7n v^vo noin) 

.onna72 7NUOD n^ nm 

mn .nnDwn ri2>riDa p70D p^vn oNn inm .n 
lft>onn Npn Nin p70Di \>i ^dw pnoN 
,vo '^yu a'ft v ; nwi *unon w^qdi ,nnnoi 
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T'tn 



Nin nono N>sm!? 7nsw ovon Dnvt? d^in 
n^n >on D>)i\yNin nrow iodi ,nvo> now 
tnjno yon* uunw N'oon nvn >o vosnw 
p 2irp>w 7>iit ^hn nono N>sm!? 7ns n!?w 
7nso Nt? onoN r>n ,nvo> n^w hd iron 

.wpn Ninvo nrt o> 

non p N>sm> 7nsw no iow m ovo ^ 
,V^on^ n"o tJ^nn inn ,nvo> now pi Nin 
nvo> now 7»w n!?w ym piw :>"n 
iod jvoh d> ,non 71110 N>sm!? 7ns )w >nti 
.onm onrrni - novo im ,i>i»oro 

7ns -porn piinn y>N miND> n'an oyv*? oIpin 
rt?mn iicod n»vn wan pi .non wsin!? 
dw N'n^n nmn 030N .[o din vq >wn>n] 
miNDt? ,[nnN p nm>n - n>0] (o»d) ;, >yun 
>ni3DDN >»nn p""r p :>'n nrow ,v~on y>N 
■jinn nniDw iow - dw nho] voon yw^o 
,[vdii nmi\y yN i^on voo wsmt> 7ns yN nro 
N"snn "un '>v vm nnp^ 7ns o^ivtn ,Nn>tn 
.d"v ,[n^)n >m ^yb wo Nini] nn^na a 'n>o 
nd in] ,von jmpi> 7ns o^ivi? N"i>n mn 
>u Ninw >rmDON >'nn nn ^Npw 
i^dn i>do wsirt? pis yN aron 71110 nniDw 
o^iv^w N'mn ion nt !?vi ,r>Da nnnv yNw 
,Ni? yn aron 71110 nnow pa ,vdo N>sirt> 7ns 
now oiwo omwNin iopjw iod novo ip>ni 
iN>arf? N""nrt> n>n win ovu t> n>n oni ,nv\r> 

[O'^p p''u] )ho )vxn ivvya hni n'an nomai 
ov d>ddh pi .[vO p"o] T>on n^iv!? oi 
upon nnnni mN ot>v im iDon n ; an 
oj\y [o'op niN] apv^ t?ipi .[H f O o^n 
v ,; i\yn nai i» on\y ariDi n ;; nn nni!? N>an 

o^wNin ^o\y inDTn djon .n ;, nn nniD 
o"P >nvon \yn>n o^doi o'jnnNn pi ,p ^ /; u 
jiin] nai in^Nn i"oon N^ion [jt ; u On <yiu] 
i?"D m^iD ; *nyi [vn din] p>t mm [n^n 



N^rO i>isvy inN dvu^? 'uim io>DDn\y 

.nvo^ Ni7\y HD PDO 

inn :nn^w [n^v 7 ,; p <p n^D ^\yv] vou '>vi 
D":n o' ; v nvo> N^vy ud pdi Niipi anon 
vopnn '>u] ni)op niD^ni ^oipn piD omon 
nip nnp^i poa N>sinl? ins isionvy [n»v n °i"r 
Di\y nn .noi n!? nuvno 127 pn nvo> p iosv 
cpJiwNin *iN\yi ,nvo> now ovon notn dh 
pnu HNii ,ovon notn n^i n\ pi n>Dtn\y 
o>Ji\yNin Nsoj n^t ,nvo> now diwo iwn>DD 

[n ;, op 'ov n"0732] r'U nw n'on d^on 

mso N^n pi ,inN ovu iriD w»o n»m 
D^nNi nn^ni na>n i?3 Niip nh^w D'Mnu ni>DD 
nn>n !?d riNnp ^nn nwnp Nnnw >id ,3niD 
nvniNn "?v rowoj Niipn >do nsvp na>m 
.D"V ,Ninnoo oni ^pn itiin nniDWD 

:^7' ; n lanon ariD n'O ; >vo a'O °u v ; nwn n)m 
no no ^v ainD> iron 71110 nnn ipn on 
Nip>i Nin *inn"> p dn n!?n f inN imN Nnpow 
n\t? fnsw no !?dw ,[v^p p ,; u] i"on w^vi .voa 
inNWD -ptn ,\y>no ipni nvu> Nt?\y >*td Nin 
.nvo 1 * n^w nsno n>sv Nnpo 

nrinwDi vowo [n ;; o p"P] ^nd N'aon ariDi 
v /f si .ni>n nnpi? i>ns ^jidh lino 

PIS p ^V <1N7 VOWO a ^VD 1 ; 'V1 lO^P 

idu n>n>w 7ns :ow mnon ^? ;, u .niip^ 
n^?w nnN pin am^ iipnw ; doo p>nv>w thn 
□up poa na>n Nip>w insi ,ariDn 10 
^prt> inv*T*T iwdni :N'Oon ^i>m o"v ,nnriD>\y 
- n^v n ;, > pr n^>io] pn) udot irno yO>9ru 
O'ov ,nn>ni a ^vu N"sin ; >ua ; >vi ,[iop^7Di 
an^n p niriD^ 7ns D) iN^oin nro owl 
.Ti"ui iod nnriD>\y oiip poo m>n N>sint?i 

cmonw inaT inuw [n ;, o p"D n»n] >"ODn '>vi 
^do p^nv^w 7ns d^in ,i QN>vy P" 1 ^ V N voni 
duo DM ^ m di ,p^n ow onoN iui .nriDn 
,ion>w 7ns n!?i niiDn 7ino 7ns rt> \>w>iy 
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muN ynr> >m don mn in *n nan ion ndu 
>m iqn >n>n>o ,iron )o Nt?\y nnN mN mro^ 
m\y mv^? l^nw *vnq nvyvn "nvt?N p yivnvy 
,nN7pi mrm n!?^n ovy mn n!?i N>uvn 
mi o»p>D"T tno >n ^nw innN >m ion 
in inwva on V^oni pDyoyi 
mm t?Nun n>rowN N7on an .7>no m ^*n 
h>int n^? don iron p n^w onoo am 
o^nan noN id n!?n ,po nro^ n!?o nmnn 
i?D noNpio ,aron p n^w nnN din znnat? moN 
Wdo ,po nn:>>nvy miNn nmnn 
pmn nvvy ,ana vno >m Nm ,ft*N in ynwvm 
yi?on an^o!? un ia 'xfr Ni\y "3N .>JNvy 
N^m NDn >nh >d ikqd ,nnDn p n^w rrnnoi 
mnroj mnmi y^on iy>m oivyo nniN mam >n 
y^on Nnz^m ,v»o"w msns yw iron 10 N^?\y 
>7>n ,uioi\y yzms mmo oionv ybns V H 
um>o novo >no f anDn p n^w nuroj >*pni 

nDiQi :anD\y [ttidto n"V 'H ^ti] o\y yn "VI 
nro dnw ,[n"V rvo <)7 N"n 7"D d^>jd] in^nu 
.pmn nwo Ni?\y u nnp^ muN iron i» n!w 
mm iNinm .[yop^ tiv >a^\yn>n nm ynn] 
Nun Ni?N ,[von 'ny n"Knn] T'vn °o 7»r> 
on ^in n^nriDt? Npm :inD n^a *vnn\y ow 
.d"V ,^od n^ nron in Nt?\y nriDi *uv 

nro [n"op ; nv n"KmnJ a"t> '>p n"iNn nun mm 
i?v iriDi .'iDi aron lino mro^ piii) :i7' ; n 
Ind nnD r\y£> wzn t?v mart w> :>n ovy >'on 
V^om ndp^unt ivo ,nriDn i^no mno^vy piit 
•liDon lo^v Nin nriD\y iodi nron 10 Nl?\y ynn^ 
hpn nsoj DN\y inn» id ariDvy 101^ ivy^Ni 

von n^po iniN i^on nnN mN mriD!? 

[vo niNn] dw rvam .>»an i? ; ov f iriDn ]o n^w 
unn *ip>v nNm tivi :>n ariDi >'an !?v p^?n 
nnon *ymo pno^ imion \o msm miu mon 
11m onoionw h^h t voi nniiw i^dn 
n ,; > n^noa] D^oDn on^ imjn no t?vi oariD^ 



yi*m p>w n!? n^ \y\ym] .nvo> njowt ndvu!? 

<17] ^»3n mn)D7 Nnico n"nn pvo ^v n^vn^ 
cnnnN o^pioD minw : onn pnnN7 ,[n"v 0 
n^ d"j ]nn pi n^id n\ya n>n Nt? nmmw 
o"V .n>D7 , > ft Nnpnw mrpn pod N^^m 
Dipan i^n ,mvu wwn oiwo p7 Nin ovonw 
.[>)N\y pn7n nvw yvni] nnN n^? nwp in iv* 
iDiun ni^QNn >»v pnw n^nn ion) dn t?2N 
nv* nano inni nwo noN n^> pn ,n\ynp iwpj 
vn mn-vi n'apnw nnn >i07 iq^ \>k) .NQt?vi 
no d ,j n7 ,n\ynpn riDwm v^vw o>noiN 
.n'an ovo^ amni ioin n\yo mn nmnn 

yN n'an dvo!? \yvyn N!?\y v ; nwn puo ^ D'ov 
unhi 'Dim d ; o wmoovy iqdi ,yiun nu 
mm ,>n7)DUN >'nn >D77om vnpm vn\ 
noa unri3\y iod 7ivi iPio\y D^nnNn 
dn n>w3n\y nt?N ^ ^>Din!?i nuo!? d>qvd 
N^\y p>m ,n^ ovon Ntn noN\y n^?NtJ 011 uiD7n 
!?vy \y\yn vnw ND>n vdq N^in^? vixv wn 

.mvu 

nwpn y*y N'^nn '>o n^no ^naw n^n^ 
l>"i^n\y N"mn ^v ,'7 p"02 ind ln^wipD N'onn 
moN n^?no >in7 v /? ^7 ,nonn nrpn N^in^? 
na7 >d!? :>"ni ,ariDn i^inn pn n^?n no t?v airiD^ 
mon pi ,nono n>^vw n!? n'O mnnn 
[n'o ywv] VQom [n"Qp 'nv n^'07)n '>on] 
.y^on m n^n pdo N^int7 pisw mriD n!7 
y7 n^nn mD^na dw Nnn n^ vnwn noNm] 
N>nn p ri"o niD^nnw ynvw n^n .[n^ 
idd N»)Qn ^i>n n^? mm .d'^v ; v"^i ,mdi f>n^w 
- *>uni U7JD7 y^^Dn >iNW7 - ip^sn ^Tnw 
d»nwd non N^ini? pn* n^ ariDn p p^nvoi 
mN a"!? ,4 >ui )»oon nti 7>vn nnDi .n^noi 
pi indi y^on Oni vnn7 ^v iodw >^ini .i»d 

.d"v ,N>wipn fin 7>vn 

imo^ 7Diun inii oNn ,1^? nonn >jwn y7jm 
nriDnn inno!? ^n^vy n^ y7 n)n .nmnn Npn 
:onn p>70N7 [n»v n"> ^7] n^^on 'on idu 
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nvn ,>uni dipd rmnai ift^am Ninoo P^rft 
.va namn t>a ananvy ^Na rvn !?Ni3n aa oivy 
fit? t?an t7^M urn in P^ m3 Ni7 

*P^n .[^DPI ^SN D^DID DPN lft>Dn Oil] *PfVn 

\y> on mrma pppavy »2t£>v am nNa> 
n>n> >uni oav>D namn ioa oi niN^fDa 

.ao>n p"m anan p namat? pa* 

ovy N"a\yaa nN^Di n w\yip jioni D3DN 
q ; h Nm 'Din naoNvy no t?v nvypnvy ,n^noa 
mnt»i y>!r>on nn ,n\yp .^N\y pnan ny\y - ana 
D'n^i ,>un) oaiDvy ^an anan id h^v yanai 
>p>m .in!? Nt?>ai d^d mmn ^a ^N))n aatn 
}zb pnj uaina rmnai lftnn >3N\ya ^"^ 
Nin onou iNvy iaN ,ma auDt> Naftn yanon 
amy ion !?N^n aatn D'nt? pnn pni 

.>wn 

nvran nun pi [i"yt? t» °p] D^vymna >a>NDai 
n Nnyip x\vb yvonw hn^d ,[*hdn n"i ynon] 
nnN niN ft>SN ainat? hdn :>n ,anN ynNa 
mpi ND\y ,o>D^\yaw o^w!? ft>DN anan id tOv 
N"a\yan fa pft>nm .nai mn:>i i>oa myo ft 
rnyo ft nap> now^ \yvyn Nt? N'avyana ,n>NDt? 
ft>Ni .>\y3>N amy ion nvn oivyD at>N pai 
dndi .nvo> ndw ovod) nani N^n auN n>NDn 
am i?\y ip>ao Nin o>nvon in D"pD3ni aNa!? 
p>\y"n\y oi\yn Nm\y n^Non oy\ft*r ,t?'on nuD 
>io niyo \y\yn ymy nni^i iftnna a"N ,nwft 
ID Nt?vy n"oa ftN nr>\yaa nna!? anio n>n^ a"N 
,m>n owd NVi\y N'avyan oytf? ft^Ni f anDn 
fton "i'iuni n ;, un >p^n !?Dn ^oft w> d"n 

ow N>nn\y inNT ; n)vo t7\y w\yn vdwo 
N>3n Nni n\ypn ,ir\Dn io n^w ainD) iiunw 
,prvm nv\yn innt? vn p^m /idi o'm nwyo 
"finn miwNin dk nr»D - ariD o>n\y onniN 
dn nil ,mi\yM^n. pna n^vyn dn nroi ,i>o 
nvno ^iu] n>wNinai .n^i\ya Nipi mivyNin 
^"^n ynn n>Din ntoi .ntn ^n>nn pi Nam [vft 



pi Kin ovon t?o\y *TKft >'anw ikho .ojn3Q [i"v 
"ny iq^vq n^um n'am ,mvo^ niip ndw ovo 
inu n!?i nron in n^na^ inamn yo msttw ovo 
n"OTDn] p n ;, an ana rv ; £n '>u T"va o)i .n^ft 
w^nnw inai 'Din pw^D ow i>ian 'jov 

.o^nnND naa lftv mivi - in^va 

N"n vn\ iiNa vovynw na ovu ^i^oin^ \y> nvi 
o>iai iN\y t?aN :^ ;, n ,n"npn p>o iftnn nia^n 
o>mi\y o)^') !?>Nin van Dm^n D' ; vn anaavy 
f pmn nv\ya h 1 ? on a^va iania!p -noN t?a >aa 
iidn : p>inN7 ,[i»v n ,;, > ^t] nt?>io*T N>nna 
no nft inai anan id n^w nnN nw amat7 
v ; vi .pnm nvwa Npn onn n!? ^pidi nai i^nd 
nuanp nwioi v»p imp i^nw dodiu 
t7an >oa imiww >jdd D"va y\ypi nwiai oniDTDi 
.a"v ,D'^a tiding "nt?N anaavy onan i ; 'VN 

onpj ,Dnn nt?ivni ftN o>Dvua y^nw o7^p^ 
,o ;; a ^vo ift>an ftna i^a vnvyn puo nN ma!? 
-jn* ma nnii\y nvvyian y>n on ana\y 
n>^\yip T»vy iNa oi n^Na^i .anan "jinn ama>\y 
:Dvy lanon ana\y a '^vo i ,; vi 7"va N'aon 
aiuN\y t viay2 p>nv>\y inN iod vj£ft n>n^\y f>n^ 
nnNatJ iNai .anan id N^\y nnN a^nat? 
,na> n!7V> n> iftun^ n"o pa p^n^ N ; aon ^n^n 
>w n"Di3a] v>yi id>d 7»i> <iov n>aa D\y n)ni 
iniN on ysi ana ni3D ^'nvy N>an [von 
ID Nt7\y n^ua oniN amat? ^ia> iftunavy nvvyia 
D\y i"\yn a»i inuhi .t? ; ov ,ionrr anan 
niN a ; ft >*>v U71D aQNDn naia nNn p"u 
dvod Nin ONI .*VDnnl? \y> Npn^Dvy ana\y i»a 
nN ama>vy vy> inon nD a"N ,nvo> Nt7\y pi 
' .ysi jn^oa ft nnnvyn iftnnn npvns 

ai\y 'Din pvyt? nN want? loaiNn aaa n3m 
t?a anant? n^wi t? ;; N nai t?N33n aa^ nNa Niun 
amat7 aiuN o>Dan nDN -ja Nt?N f pa t?v nainn 
^aN\y naiNat? nNa:n .anan id k^v nnN niN 
'Din nt?N\y\y inn ,^>yio p\y >w lftv pt?in 
D*np aDN)n pt7in Ninw inudi ,iNDa >uni 
'Dft p>oud Nt?i .aaiu Nin >oa 'Din nvyona -ptn 
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01 »in*t ni^n^ poD) n!?w uniin 721 ,i"nun 
prm dm] .i^?y o>p^in in"nm njid^iTt n>oi> 
htu oiwo Ninw i»o ^oi?wi*vn ow wioii 
n!?no2 wonwrt? en nin n!? p^i ,n"iw-oi 
ynn *to^w <ini .["oo i^w ^jint wo ,nnwN*in 
'>dn pmn nywi n!?w ^ostf? 'd^ith mo 
m>no n nud^w diwo u»n jivni 
Ninw Tiyi .n*vno w> oyon D*yt? o^in .proDi 
•pmra >o>!yivn *>n >n '>jii*t ( m^iTi npPno 

.dnw pmn nyw*T pn 

pion oiw pn ii"mw ,*iioNn !~oo n^iyn 
w> m in °^ -iron p iroi u>n miNi^w noi 
Nrt>m Nmnin >')ii oifnn yno woo noP> 
mpuon jvoo^an ny>-pnw pn )nn\y !?»> ^>in 
iron ri"on Tioy to jin ni nni ,oupi ciupi 
,oupn inn jin iDion pnnwi i"N ,Nnpi Tin 
ii^nw <ini .nu p"i*n ,imn -prto inin Nin nn 
.Nnpi> *jm Nt?w ^y> Drain in ,n£n Niip 

n nNson ^"y win!? w> ONn niiyw p*mi 
y>N nu .nininn didoi Dnsiun nono oiy>ot* 
!*own "fo^n n n*up*t ,n*non nsuo n^n miy;? ^ 
np i>n nn ,moN loino 1 ? inpi ,nw*nn -jo^ni 
>»y n^i o>ow nu jmro otn nonow m u 
no!?i [N"yi n"">p <p] o^nuDi ; >yi ,piwn nimn 
n'opnw ddo pnv n ion !?i*nn ^n low Nipi 
/m nnn ^zh rmno pt?noi oiny t?w 10m iwv 
mn no o '7t> nin iwr >no Nton in ion 
nti>n pi .'in lmiua oih t?w inmn ninw >rb 
TV o>qki Dip p n'apnvy [N»y n ^7] psn p'oi 
nwyjn nt p)y\y pn^ ONn d"n .ddo 
ti"d o»pt7 i^dvw t>Niw> dv vbwrb 

noun v^i ,onu >idiu^ Tuon diip f pp^iDi 

niNn nu ranNrw pnonni luion 

,DnoiD^ iuon n>n> Nt? niN^nn i^d Tiyi 
yo in^^Qni piinon n^?N v>n> t^oti yn>D NnT 
oio^ipi ouiron nun >idu i\ypnvy pninan 
.D\yi D\y !?d l?yi nn>ni na>n t?y iDiun pdid oy 



\y> miND^vy ^n] iwd i^n nyna ^onw n^>)an 
.[n^^nro^ D"p^ nt ^3 n\yy n'nw nin7^ 

Dyo^? "ino ipn ^nii >n^\yi~pnw v ; >o!? nN^i 
n^vyn jin nro\y ^yi> no d' ; n*t ,niyo \y\ym 
.myu w> nnwNia now p^\y"n dn ,mi\yKino 
>n^n>i D\y wool ,D"nu diwo loyo 
n Nin dm pn>^ ^>N3)n in own Ni>y; n p^yb 
NTun ai i^? ionw inN nowi - v>iion ^ndh 
[i>£io -iniD\y n^n] vdo niin Nn> ,[n3>o n^ap 

l>0O 11*111 10N3W lOD ,[D»nN 1DDW nOl] Nlipi 

.inn "lDoi inn dni n^Nn omm ^?i Nip> 
,ini i ;, nNi 71*11 yovy n^w niyn pipi wi^i 
^yi inm n^n-* N!?vy ni ini yo\y\y nywi h^h 
ion ,inio 101 inn nijtio n->n io^y n>oviJ no 
n^w D»nn Ninw iniioi .i"y ,[n\yo n>n\y 
n>o-p n Diin t M >o^i .yivw >o '>dn no ^?yi nni> 
>v ont ,>n>\yivn !?y D>p^in >n*ti [^m] ^ini 
,iron p tOv nnimi v^>on nini!? iwon pw 
nnin nm> oyuo Ninw >o^wi*i>^t 
n Dnt? >'0 i^yi ,^un) oiio p^on 101^1 p^n!? 
inin io Nt?\y nro^ iionw Dyonw ^ini n>oi> 
w>wd Npn n^ d"ni ,niyo wwn diwo pi Nin 
Ni>vy nni nmo *)>kwd i?2N n^oi iod wwn 
'>vi] ,>^ni nNiin N!?\y D»nn Ninw >^\yno 
.[inN y>^ n\ pioo Niinw N"y b nimo 

inn ipnw no pn piNi nyo DNn mmi 
now viNn oyo >o^? n^n .inin p miNi!? 
>n iniiw Dmiw diwo Nin inin ^o nro^ 
pn inn *|Ni ,D^yi iini^ pi - 101^ >nw*i nriN 
ojw n>Non Dyot*i .no inon diw vnw no>wo 
nni^ P Hun pmn nywi n!?wi nnpi >pn 
piNi Npn D»n d»n ,nyu^ now p~*w"n i /; yi 
7»w n^?wi >in f niyo ^?w tiin^o ipn 7"ww 
N ;; iw7n Dyu ^l nniow ^nti niyu ^?w jiin^o 

f P D17iW >0^ Oi ^li? DID 11>NW IT'Dl inw 

□n D>iriiin ^it?w nnnoi v^ 0r > 3 i^nwo 
!7iN ,D"yi miiwi pn i^w n^ i") nin .o>did 
iniin ^?i7 n ni>u ni^w n^ >n*ti pn ii*m 
oiwo >o!?wn>n Dyoi .Psn unn Nin n^ piNi 
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1>wi ynsn t?i unyt? uiiNn\y nnN :*m <po 
^mnoin n!?>nni!7 nvo pn l^w N)H N*ni ,m 
nit?yn nmo ^point? >mnN .poo mw n \>m 

.nN^onn in nt> n*v>w mno 

T ; y °o n"P nn!?n vym mn ,mwNi ns> nn 
to nwy ni*n :tv>n mnnn pn poo 'N '>vo 
it? irvjn itnoNi ,n»u it> unit? t>Nnvtnn \y>N 
Nin pi .'in it>vyo nmt? msn ri"o vniiN 

D"VN Nil "1QN ,[l"y N"l °|"T] ynTmUl N>)1U2 

it?\ya nnii? msn n"0 o7Nt> pjiun t> m'onw 
tin Dit? nni nnyi [o"> N"t? omij mNw onra 
niONT - nnnn t>i !?y >np >N-ni] nmn m>vyn 
n"u ,x ?r\n 't pis o'qdi - *ti^ nnN nwiD unit? 
mN n ;, u - nwp mit?ni] \y"Nnn pvytn .['N 't>n 
.n"o unit? ntn*n nisn >nth >)n ieini : Vh 

nny it> v> p ;, iu\y d"VN vniiN t>vyi no Nt?7 Nni 
rvn i»y N"i <p intmo] o»n niim *in>i .n»o 
oit?vyo ynvra*T ,\yn*r Nin oitn N"iin">rr [ni*n 
nNin ovy <vomi .vniiN t?\yi no Ntn p>yi 
,*piy Np "vow Ni> nwnpoi n"0 anon 7>nn 
awi t>v tO\ vnpn t?\y wn nn nwnpnw pit 
'in p>ya Dit?\y nni Ditn mnn n> ni hxv Nt> 
.[>oini - onnnNn m yai nni imNni] v»y 
nniw mo Tot? [n 'ny n"n*mj vn °on n ; aii 

W>N t?D NQt>N - Dm \Wb WD 1 ? imi DJ1V1 

.n"o t> unit? a»n t7N7vy>n 

□tn t?i t?y n\yy ni*n ,vn ; >oi non iiwi? n)ni 
nnnN ixrb in^ iinoi t ri''o it? mrony t?Nnvy>a 
p n ,; o npi^n [N"y 0 <it nimD] idnt 
u n>^n\y w nni ,pi\yn ni^o ^oini pwn 
o\y >"ii , i nno ni?ip ^>nd nnN t^n ^>on 
nop ^pio)^ nuh [n m i 'nv rv'ttm] 
mo\y >oi 71 ^i t?m iiw ^ - noini 
"iqi^i p^ni? pin mrt? Dipo ^rn^nii 
.nniN rimy mn Nt? niiu Nt?i vt?v hniw n^o^n 
mioi unit? ^oid n\y in io^vi Nin - uni 
.mi3\y TV iDiun tnv ^nu^i D>D^pn pp>ni 
mo\y im D^m nio^ vy> - it>i>p it7>Ni 
t>ipt? >ii "liToi ni^ mio n^n p ; m nmo 



iwn iDiPD uin^ip mi iwpi^w it?N vn> dii 
ir\VD Nin >npon u^joi n> mi dh>pvi 
ouniin it?N)i nono vun Nt?\y >ntii jn^ivoi 
rn Nt> d^ivo twn D^ipn mn> p*n ,nnm 
lm jin^ nnyi nn^u hqid nnn cwota 

Mm Nt7 

Nt?T >\y)>N iNii^vy n^ii Nnn nxn nowi ,Nn^>o 
Nt?) ni^nn pnpi Nt>2 D^no n -pn nivyyt? >^vo 

- n nwin n^ni >ii ,*idin t?v .dpi "rorfc ^i^ 

D ; 'nU nQlD-i7lt? "127H DO^IDQl l)VD\y "111 Nt?H 

orfc vn ^iwn o>wiN imi)\y piwi o^N^o^n 
iwn ,d"ui aim "iwni o>n\y dnv pn 
□>;nii , i D>p^7 di nnjy dh^i mini oin Dim 
ypyo \y ; 'ii nit?ni D>p7pin dpn >Nin - on 
.nnnn pioi niit?n t?\y niii o>i pion ort> 
D>u3Tiou lmiDw nmtoi \>^$n 13>ni dji] 
.[Dn □?DDmioi o^yvr oni7i - d^ji 
o"no nupt? onnun low uwmi 'n ^Ni^\y Nt?N 
pi ,nnvyn ptmm d>dw ni'* idiuq pi- 
oonni ininan on ,o>o\y >n^ Dni^un 
□) pi .ni^nn mi mm uniii ni^o o^p!? 
m>nii ini3\y mm no ni)pt? vy^ ^ni V)vn 
^n>i o>n\y ^ni^ vt?y o>Dioo\y Dipno pi iuo 
t?v n\yv3 ^ini f nt7pn \>h no Dipoivy ,mm 

.nit?nn t?w mm nun T^n 

- i^n pji d>iiv"iv D>ot?iv!? n>n m\y i>im nvi 
ni^o pjvi Nomtn ,nQnn Nn^>Q -Mm*? p>vn 
nnn non ot?ivn t?i nN iw>vinw nnio 
t?i ovdi di>ii ,nonn f, HJ\?^f2 itpqiv niDVO 
no n*n i>ni niiin niiin d>^iin t?N"»w> jiu 
ni^Di v>> nmo nupn nm nniNi n^i^oi 
w\yno oni t?^)n^ iwonw onn non ,n3iio 

oiOi\y iqi ini V)vn pi f vn>n mri ^in^n 

.^vyoni 
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,tnn o'nno D^oin nwon i?yi hjiid nm 
no inn ,rvo"i din n p70 miN> witm 
mi ono lrfcwi ,nn Npip >ni dw idp 
n"rtn mot nwo Tnmo >p!?Nn ^Nin!? 
o^ipm mvyyn \y71p n> min on^ ynv 
\ynpi cnoiwrn y>7>:im nnivn pp>rfr D^i^n 
^misi nvniNn m>ro n\yyoi mm tnotnpn 
nnm:> pu 7vi rtmno ,7DK?n nvmpi y>mn yoy'i 
niMO idui vimoovy no 7i!?o ,yt»onm n"on 
-pnoi vnin >pt>Nn :m :mo "pnoi .Dmow 
P"pn N>n ^Nivra oni 7>y nmN >m i?\y mm 
Ninw u UN\y inn ni^ovy DNnn nixv ,n"*p 3"\y 
onw i^nd omi t?y \ypio yw ^"N*t V M 
dvh 2iri^ v"TP\y misn pn toi ,o!?iy i>vy lorn 
it?vy u>N\y n^on vyn!?no ,i>pinpo m\yN nm 
wnoD lontn ,D»no idio nrni? n:y>ou !?npoi 
onoiuo mmoi y^om wv !?yi ,npn>o yu* 
ounpn ^niv^i nivi i?np i^nd 
1>m vpyis unv Nomn io ui? n>n>i ,o>pinim 
ht Ninv nn p^o .t\hx N>n n^on no ,yoyj un 
pirn ,[n»v N"V «i7 vn] vnu nd" >:m n^pm 
nvcnwrr Nipi mm vni inrp ^v' dn7 ,mr>o 
noNi ,Nmmo no Nmo imni? ti7 ,mtna yu\y 
no ,nd^07 Nown 7p\yoi inoo n"on mn7 ort? 
Nsmi DnmNH nununn rrn^n n"on 
>mm\y noa oiva v^ Qn ^ iv^dn m nsoi .onn 
nwnpa nrim u>N7 pD7 y>)7 on w ,^yt> 
.Dipoi7 Dipoo V?o>o^ n !?pn^ y!?io> nrnson 
1>ni ,m ni? Dn>!?v pDinovy nnmn d^on 

m>N n^o> Niion D^Nnn nnmi ; n pn> 

imn nwv3\y noa ^n^ pp^n nta >nti ptn 
,"fooio pi^i mio nipoa t ~\vn nn^riD ^vy ntn 
noNi ,o>ovy ni^ otn pi nwvon nvyv^i 
oyo3 o>Dum nt nwvoiw npn^i .nnDmn 'pdi 
^>Tvni? nmn vy^\y >N7i ,nmivnon ni^Nvyn to 

.^ ,; )n no^vya o>\yvon mm noun 
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o>om mot? - nro nno min 

nm nvvo n^^io n>n dh p ,m , |p>n\y iod noit? 

o ; 'v ,iniK pno n^n 

:a niM m>nDn ivwa omiN n^vyon t?vn 5»n 
^invynt? ins iinoi Nin nt?nj ni^o >N*rai 
ariD Nt?i t?v mvni .t> iwdn on nnnN mn)i 
ivyjiyi n nwv !?u>n own .6 iwdn on n»u 
vyn>on ^>vi .pin n>n> nmN o»pon ^ .^n> 
.piNi \y"»y ini in >Dt7 upo N>nn\y D\y 

nv\ynt? nn ^ipn p n m^o i77UD\y ,Npv N*n 
t?3t? niD^ nvyoN n>m >3n piNn n)ni .vno 
iNt?i pot nvi .1^ nwQ3 niDrt - mpm x^nn 
inN □) vnyi f D>iDD >nno Nt?i Dn Dnoiu vid 
^oin o>oyo Nin v^v n ;, D n^p\y ^oNon ^ 
)inn ovoa !? ; on p^Nii .piwn p ni^o 
Nt? on ^ni .n^'u nu losyn D^^p^ 
ipt?n riN mrot? ,iDon t?D tin mmi? nDP 

.pinNn 

i^y o>t?vynuvy d^on ^Nn mn ,n>3\y nn im 
n^o w> nvoiD >m hioi d>nw] nnn wnpn 
p>D aivy^n o^o ; nN>ip^ oniinon nun 
nniNn >nm o>3op o>n\y>i )t>n >nn o>!?in ma 
,nt»npn )d tino mm: t? ; Mna \yoi ,on>Po!? 
noi2 D>Dnaoi .70ivn >v nmo ^non 
nnon d>n!?o o^vy> nun noo t?y nt?ont? 
n"on oiom ,npmn nmiw nvniNi mvn>i 
inom .piNnt? pi^ i>ni nt vno ,D>ni\yon 
ptn .Nin UNO "ip^ nai n"tn ,Dt?on nvyp d>d 
omn nN nn^ 210 117 ns> n nN^onn 
.^niwu nv7n nmm ,n ;, un 7>no 71N0 t?n>\y 

dvd omn n^^vivy notnt? \y> ,\y!?i\yon uinm 
,Dat?n o>ow nNi'* y>N iwn Dnoion ^o p^n vy> 
pi onoiiD t?Di na nsrt? Dnip nimno d^'ivi 
\yini? vy>i ,Dno noa ^)n 7001 ,onono ov*? 
ND>n Dnn on^Dpo dj^nw niD^n naina 
>d inNni? 771^ vni - nn 7O0n Dnt? diijw 

IN 70U1 7DD t7D2\y HN1 ,7170 >3N t?Dt? 

n7ioi nvynpnvy inptm Nin nn vt?>Dn in nuto 

.mm ^in o"o ,mD3 
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Q & A Board - View Post 

Author: David Cohen 
E-mail: not available 
Date: 12/21/2003 12:50:00 PM 
Subject: Silk Screen Article 
Message: First of all, thank you for your quite comprehensive response to my last post., Apparently, I picked a bad 
example to make my point, as I did not realize that Yair was a personal friend of yours and that there was 
an inside joke going on. 

You asked why I wrote in reponse to your website, rather than protesting all of the terrible things that go 
on. I can assure that I am shocked by some of the stories that I have read here, and if the people involved 
had websites, I would be posting there, too. 

Anyway, my main point is that, as you are probably aware, the latest issue of the journal Tradition has an 
article by R' J. David Bleich about silk screened Torah scrolls. After a thorough examination of the issues 
involved, the author's conclusion is that the burden of prove required to permit them has not been met. 

My humble sugestion is that R' Abadi consider writing a response for the next issue of Tradition, addressing 
the specific points raised in the article, either in the form of a letter, or an entire article. While readers of 
this website and "Ohr Yitzchak" are already quite familiar with the argument for silk screening, an response 
in Tradition would reach a much wider readership and would be a valuable way for R' Abadi's voice on this 
issue to be heard. 

David Cohen 

Reply: Thanks for the advice. I did read the article and was very impressed both by his respectful tone and by his 
extensive research. I browsed through it once, but I really need to sit down and read it. I never met Rabbi 
Bleich, but from the article it appears that he would welcome a response. That is the way of Torah; one 
Rav might have one opinion, and another would argue. It is amazing how many of those Rabbis that signed 
nasty letters against it, never actually reviewed the Sugya (topic). For example, one quoted the Magen 
Avraham and the Ta"Z as opponents of printing. Clearly he didn't look first. Others based their entire 
prohibition on the Yerushalmi, "Vekatav VeLo Hashofech," which is barely presented in that way by more 
than two or three Acharonim (Rabbis of the last 400 years), in their opposition to printing. Every Rav is 
entitled to his own opinion, if it is properly' researched, and there certainly is no place in Judaism for the 
kind of attacks that we have seen. 

In regards to the article, I made a few quick observations. Rabbi Bleich cleared up the misconception of the 
actual prices today for STA"M (Sefer Torah Tefillen & Mezuzot). His numbers were pretty accurate. He 
seemed to have a general working knowledge of silkscreen, and cleared up many issues with that. Many 
people that I met when this came out said to me, "did you see Rabbi Bleich's article against silk screen?" 
In my opinion, they misunderstood the article. It was an extensive presentation of many of the issues 
involved, and it was not conclusive against silkscreen, but rather it ended with the statement, "In this 
writer's opinion, the requisite demonstration has not been forthcoming." Which in English means, "the 
author's conclusion is that the burden of proof required to permit them has not been met." What a breath 
of fresh air! It was hard to imagine that someone actually would sit down for days researching the topic 
and then was capable of a respectful response, albeit in disagreement. 

There were a few items that I wanted to comment on. 

First of all, there needs to be a law against footnotes that exceed in volume, say 10% of an article. Many 
people were getting dizzy, including myself. But this on the other hand, did show that his research was 
extensive and thorough. 

Second, the approach of Rabbi Bleich and many others in this generation, seem to suggest that we take a 
survey from all the Rabbis that we have their opinions in a Sefer and then we can decide. The reality is 
very different. The Nodeh Beyehuda (Mahadura Kama YO"D #55) says in response to someone asking him 
a question and mentioning extensively a specific Sefer. The Nodeh Beyehuda says, " I don't usually look 
into Responsa of the later Rabbis, the ones of our generation, and not even from the previous generation 
or two, but rather it is enough for me to study the Talmud, the Rishonim, and the Shulchan Aruch...why 



http://www.kashrut.org/forum/viewpost.asp?mid=5439 



1 2/20/2007 



Kashrut.Org :: Q & A Board :: View Post 



Page 2 of 2 



should I rely on their (recent Rabbis) determinations more than on my own, and therefore why waste time 
reading their lengthy Response. " His point is well made. Each qualified Rabbi is expected and entitled to 
make his own Halachic determinations. Often the Rabbis will review contemporary opinions to either 
confirm their own opinions by seeing others that concur, or if they are lost with some questions and hope 
to get some direction from a previous expert who went on the same road and possibly saw something that 
might clarify the issue. But the actual determination is not based on a poll of Rabbis. I think that Rabbi 
Bleich is well aware of this, and was just doing a detailed research on the topic, being a professor and all. 

Third, it seems that he agrees that there are maximum six issues, yet all six issues are opinions of a 
minority of minorities. Certainly a qualified Rabbi is not required to adopt their opinion. This was agreed to 
by Rabbi Bleich. So all six things were not the big concern. At the end of number 6, he still is heading in 
the direction of justifying it as a reasonable Psak. But then he states his real concern, as follows: 
"The crucial consideration is whether or not the silk screen method constitutes either "spilling" or 
"dripping" 

Earlier in the article he seems to suggest that silk screen is worse than printing. 

From those statements it seems that he has never seen this specific process, and would have a complete 
different outlook if he were to see it. There is no way that silk-screen in the way we do it, is spilling or 
dripping. The ink is relatively thick. It is first pressed into the holes of the stencil in the shapes of all the 
correct lettering. At that time, the bottom of the silk screen has no ink coming out, spilling dripping, or 
doing anything. The ink sits inside the letters on the screen. Then the screen is placed on the parchment. 
Still no spilling, dripping, or leaking. You can run your hand on the back of the screen and no ink will come 
on your hand. Believe me, I tried it. Then finally the Sofer (scribe) takes that rubber squeegee-like item, 
and wipes it with a lot of pressure across the entire screen, pushing the embedded ink right onto the 
parchment. There is no spilling, no dripping, nothing. 

It seems that the misinformation has caused many statements and questions to seem foreign to us, since 
we have a hard time understanding how the person understood the process exactly, in order to say what 
he said. I'll gladly arrange a series of informative presentations, where we can show the process exactly. I 
cordially and respectfully invite Rabbi Bleich and anyone else to join us and view the entire process and to 
ask any questions of us. Anyone seeing the process can see it is not spilling or dripping. 

At the end of the day, my highlight of his article was the fact that there are still a few people courteous 
enough to speak with respect and argue with respect. 
God bless him! 
AA 
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is It Permissible for A Sofer To Use Silk Screening Process When 
Producing a Megilah or Sefer Torah 

Chacham Ovadia Yosef, in his work Chazon Ovadia (Laws of Purim. p. 229), rules 
that the Megila, like a Torah scroll, requires "Sirtut," the drawing of straight horizontal 
lines on each page before the writing of the text. A scribe who writes a Torah scroll or 
Megila must draw these lines and then write the text on the lines. A Torah scroll or 
Megila written without "Sirtut" is invalid for use for the required reading, even if only a 
single row of text was written without a line. Furthermore, if the scribe wrote the text 
of the Torah scroll or Megila and then added the lines underneath the text, the Torah 
or Megila is nevertheless invalid for use, since the "Sirtut" must be done before the 
text is written. (Chacham Ovadia discusses this requirement also in his work Yabi'a 
Omer, vol. 1, Yoreh Dei'a section, 20:10.) 

Later in Chazon Ovadia (Laws of Purim, p. 255), Chacham Ovadia addresses the 
issue of Torah scrolls or Megilot written through "silk screening," a process involving 
a silk stencil from which the letters of the Torah or Megila are etched. There were 
Soferim (scribes) who would place such a stencil over the parchment and then pour 
ink over it, which is a much more efficient and fail-safe method of writing a Torah 
scroll or Megila than the traditional method of writing the letters by hand. Although 
one Rabbi allowed preparing Torah scrolls and Megilot in this fashion, Chacham 
Ovadia rules unequivocally that such scrolls are invalid for use. One who reads from 
such a scroll or hears a reading from such a scroll has not fulfilled his obligation, and 
a Beracha recited over such a Torah scroll or Megila is considered a "Beracha 
Le'vatala" (a "wasted Beracha"). Chacham Ovadia goes so far as to say that a 
person who sells or purchases a Torah scroll or Megila prepared in this fashion 
commits a sin for which he will be held accountable before the Heavenly Tribunal. 
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It is generally very difficult to distinguish between a Torah scroll or Megila prepared 
through "silk screening" and one that has been written property. One who purchases 
a Torah or Megila must therefore ensure to purchase it from a reliable, God-fearing 
Sofer (scribe) whom can be trusted to prepare the Torah or Megila in accordance 
with Halacha. 



Summary: A Sofer (scribe) writing a Torah scroll or Megilat Ester must first draw 
horizontal lines on each page before writing the text, and then write the text on these 
lines; otherwise, the Torah or Megila is invalid for use. A Torah scroll or Megila that 
was prepared by pouring ink over a stencil placed on the parchment is invalid for use, 
and one must therefore ensure to purchase Torah scrolls and Megilot from a 
trustworthy and God-fearing Sofer. 
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